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Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place, Boston, Mass. 02111 617/451-2770 Fax 617/482-7185

Serving 101 cities and towns in metropolitan Boston

TO: MAPC Executive Committee

FR: David C. Soule

RE: TrAnsportatic~1 Demand Management Funds

Decisions regarding funding of transportation demand management projects in the FY

93 TIP were transmitted to MAPC in mid-July 1993. Communities which had

submitted proposals were informed of the status of their projects by phone and

subsequently by letter. A sample letter is attached as is a list of projects which were

approved for funding statewide. The complete list of communities making proposals in

the MAPC region follows below.

1DMproject proposals by community in MAPC region:

• MAPC:

• Concord:

• Sharon:

• MetroWest:

• Quincy:
• Cambridge:
• Milford:

• BTD:

Transit Voucher program

Bicycle Lockers

Electric Vehicles

Shared Home Deiveiy
Park-and-Ride lot, West Concord

Park-and-Ride lot

Suburban TDM initiative

Seniors Transportation Service

Employer Survey program

Park-and-Ride lot

Cordon Count

Transportation Centers

Municipal Employee trip survey and program

Edmund P. Taraflo, President William C. Constable, Vice-President

David C. Soule, E.zecu2iue Director

August 6, 1993

/7

~II~

Dianne M. Shea, Secretary Richard A. Easier, Treasurer
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Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place, Boston, Mass. 02111 617/451-2770 Fax 617/482-7185

Serving 101 cities and towns in metropolitan Boston

July 30, 1993

Christopher Whelan, Town Manager
Town of Concord

Town House, P0. Box 535

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Mr. Whelan:

This is update you on the status of the proposals for transportation demand management

(1DM) funding you submitted to our office at the beginning of June, 1993. The TDM

Project Selection Committee met at the end of June to select projects for the first year

of funding, and MAPC subsequently received this information by letter in mid-July.
At that time, we informed your office by.telephone of the Committee’s decision

regarding your proposals.

We are pleased to inform you that two Concord project proposals, retrofitting meter-

reading vehicles with electric motors and bicycle storage lockers at commuter rail

stations, were among those selected for funding. The Committee specified that this

approval, however, is contingent upon some additional information by your office as

outlined below.

1) Retrofitting meter-reading vehicles with electric motors:

The sponsor must commit to evaluating this project and to ongoing maintenance of

these vehicles for the life of the project. In addition, the local match and the identity of

the co-spOnsor/s must be clearly specified (i.e., is the Concord Municipal Light Plant a

separate entity from the Town Manager’s Office?). There also appears to be an error

in the calculation of the cost per mile of attaining zero emissions for these vehicles.

This should be clarified as well.

2) Bicycle storage lockers at Commuter Rail stations:

There must be a commitment on the part of the sponsor to maintain these lockers and to

evaluate their effectiveness over the life of the project. The sponsor must also provide
a more thorough statement of the estimated air quality benefits associated with this

project. In addition, the local match and the identity of the co-sponsor/s must be

clearly specified.

Edmund P. Tarallo, President William C. Constable, Vice-President Dianne M. Shea, Secretary Richard A. Easier, Treasurer

David C. Soule, Executive Director
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It is expected that we will be contacting you shortly to discuss the method of allocating
the funds. In the meantime, we would advise you to address the outstanding issues

outlined above and communicate this to us by letter. If you have questions or

comments in the meantime, please contact me or Rachel Kuropatwa at (617) 451-2770.

Sincerely,

David C. Soule

Executive Director

cc: MPO Liaison Committee

MAPC Executive Committee

MAPC city/town representative
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R.PA SPONSORS DESCRIPTION • FUNDING
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CCC Barnstable/Yaraouth Arterial update $120,000.00
several towns Bicycle lockers $40,500.00

PVPC Springfield State St. signal coord. $52,000.00

OCPC BAT Manley St. transit $160,500.00

MAPC MAPC Transit Vouchers $150,000.00
Peabody “Peabody Transit” $60,000.00
Concord Electric vehicles $36,000.00
Concord Bicycle lockers $32,592.00
Milford park—and-ride $41,135.00
Sharon park—and-ride $210,000.00

$902,727.00



THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND BUSINESS REGULATION

COMMUNITY ANTENNA TELEVISION COMMISSION

LEVERETT SALTONSTALL BUILDING

100 CAMBRIDGE STREET, BOSTON 02202

JOHN M. URBAN

Comm~ss)oner (617) 727-6925

August 5, 1993

Dear Massachusetts Cable Television Operator:

On April 1, 1993, the Federal Communications Commission (the
“FCC”) released rules concerning tier buy-through prohibitions
consistent with Congress’ directive under Section 3 of the Cable

Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992 (the
“1992 Cable Act”).

The FCC’s buy—through regulations, which will become effective

on October 6, 1993, read as follows:

S76.9.OO Buy-through of Other Tiers Prohibited

(a) No cable system operator may require the subscription to

any tier other than the basic service tier as a condition of

subscription to video programming offered on a per channel or

per program charge basis.

(b) A cable operator may not discriminate between subscribers

to the basic service tier and other subscribers with regard to

the rates charged for video programming offered on a per—
channel or per—program charge basis.

(c) Prior to October 5, 2002, the provisions of paragraph (a)
of this section shall not apply to any cable system that lacks

the capacity to offer basic service and all programming
distributed on a per channel or per program basis without also

providing other intermediate tiers of service:

1) By controlling subscriber access to nonbasià channels

of service through addressable equipment electronically
controlled from a central control point .or

2) Through the installation, noninstallation, or removal

of frequency filters (traps) at the premises of

subscribers without other alteration in system
configuration or design and without causing degradation
in the technical quality of service provided.

(d) Any retiering of channels or services that is not

undertaken in order to accomplish legitimate regulatory,



Massachusetts Cable Television Operators
August 5, 1993

Page2

technical, or customer service objectives and that is intended

to frustrate or has the effect of frustrating compliance with

paragraphs (a) - (C) of this section is prohibited.

In anticipation of the October 6, 1993 effective date, our

office is writing to inform all Massachusetts cable television

operators that believe they are exempt from compliance with the

buy-through provision for their entire system or any portion
thereof as provided under S76.900(c) of Title 47 of the Code of

Federal Regulation, that they should notify our office (and their

local issuing authority) in writing as to their reason for

exemption.

Any statement of exemption shall be delivered using certified

mail. Operators submitting a statement of exemption shall:

1) provide a statement that defines why the system in

question is not technically capable of accommodating the

provisions of the FCC’S buy—through regulations, 47 C.F.R.

S76.900(a) and (b); and

2) provide a statement as to the date on which the operator
anticipates the system will come into compliance with the

provisions of the FCC’S buy-through regulations, 47 C.F.R.

S76900(a) and (b).

Absent the filing of a statement of exemption or the receipt
of a copy of a waiver issued by the FCC, the Commission shall

assume that the operator’s system(s) are in full compliance with

S76900(a) and (b). Where operators are not exempt from compliance
with the 1992 Cable Act’s buy-through provisions, they should

notify subscribers of any change in service availability resulting
from the buy—through provisions.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do

not hesitate to contact our office.

Sincerely,

7~bC1L~
ommissloner

cc: Massachusetts Issuing Authorities

Cable Television Advisory Boards
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Massachusetts Department of Revenue

Division of Local Services

ConunLrsion~

~ BULLETIN
Deputy Commiuion~

slieA.IGrwan

July 30, 1993

TO: Mayors, City Managers, Selectmen, Treasurers,
Accountants and Auditors

FROM: Leslie A. Kirwan, Deputy Commissioner

Division of Local Services

SUBJECT: Sewer Rate Relief Fund

The Commonwealth Sewer Rate Relief Fund was established in

Section 20 of the outside sections of the FY94 appropriation
act. Distribution of funds to cities, towns, or sewer

authorities will be based on debt service for debt issued after

January 1, 1992. The appropriation for FY94 is $30,000,000.

The Division of Local Services, in consultation with the

Department of Environmental Protection, is assigned
responsibility for developing guidelines to certify the

eligible indebtedness and to create a process to equitably
distribute funds. The distributions are to be completed by
December 31, 1993.

We are aware that certain modifications are pending in the

General Court, of which the most significant would extend the

rate relief plan to include debt issued for water. Even before

these modifications are finalized, we want to gather the data

necessary to confirm the amount of eligible indebtedness for

each municipality or sewer authority as soon as possible. We

also want to insure that the relationship between each city or

town and water or sewer districts or authorities is properly
reflected in our records. We are therefore asking the office of

the Mayor~ Manager or Selectmen and the City or Town Treasurer

to complete the attached PRELIMINARY CALCULATION OF ELIGIBLE

INDEBTEDNESS and return it by August 10, 1993.

(over)

~flo1ta1Sc~kfcgowji4g~,of~c~e,andøiøubt a ztcvii~gequitabkpropaiy,

The Division r pubIishejJGJ~ (!nfoi7n ia! GsddeVqeReZeaxdaa1Th~lqçJandadmfnJ,~ativ procedura) andthB~iff~,(&‘~fom a)for! ~i ofJ7cia& andothas b~musk4~atjfn~mc~
DMsion of Local SeMces, P0 Box 9655, Boston, MA 02114-9655 (617) 727-2300
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The purpose of this Fund is to mitigate rate increases,
and we understand that each city, town or authority will need

to know the amount to be distributed from this Fund as quickly
as possible to set rates or to formulate rate adjustments. We

look forward to working with you to implement this important
program as smoothly and quickly as possible.

Questions with regard to this fund and the form attached

should be referred to 3im Johnson, Assistant Director of

Accounts, or to Chris Harrington of the Debt Section, at (6l7~
727—2300.



COMMONWEALTH SEWER RATE RELIEF FUND

(Chapter 110, sec. 20, Acts of 1993)

PRELIMINARY CALCULATION OF ELIGIBLE INDEBTEDNESS

City/rown_________________________________

__________________

1993

Please return by August 10 to:

DIVISICZ~ OF LOCAL SERVICES

Att: James R. Johnson, Asst. Director of Accounts

Box 9655

Boston, MA. 02114

or VIA FAX (617) 727—6432

A. RESPONSIBILITY FOR OPERATION

1. Does the municipality operate its own sewer service?
3 ~

DN0
If YES, do you pump to another city or town or an authority?

Please specify:
_______________________________________________

2. Is sewer service provided to all or part of the municipality
directly by a district, authority or commission?

3

DN0

If YES, please specify:
_________________________________________

3. Does the municipality operate its own water service?
3

D~
If YES, do you purchase from another city or town or an authority?

Please specify:
_____________________________________________________

4. Is water service provided to all or part of the municipality directly
by a district, authority or commission?

3

DI~)
If YES, Please specify:

_______________________________________

5. What Board or official is responsible for setting sewer and water

rates?



Page 2.

B. RECORD OF CERTAIN DEBT ISSUES-SEWER

List permanent debt maturing in more than five years (for example, do

not show bond anticipation notes) issued after January 1, 1992, wholly
or in substantial part to finance or refinance the costs of planning,
design or construction of any water pollution abatement project or

part thereof required to meet the provisions of the Federal Clean Water

Act, 33 USC, Secs. 1251 et seq., and secs. 26 to 53 inclusive of Cli. 21

M.G.L. or any wastewater collection or transportation project related

thereto. Do not show any issues through the State Revolving Fund, or

for projects for which state or federal grants were received.

Date Issue FY94 Debt Purpose** Any Grants

Amount* Service Expected?

C. RECORD OF CERTAIN DEBT ISSUES-WATER

List permanent debt maturing in more than five years (for example, do

not show bond anticipation notes) issued after January 1, 1992 wholly
or in substantial part to finance or refinance the costs of planning,
design or construction of any water treatment projects or part thereof

required to meet the provisions of the Federal Safe Drinking Water Act,
42 USC Secs. 300f et seq. Do not show issues for which state or federal

grants were received.

Date Issue FY94 Debt Purpose** Any Grants

Amount* Service Expected?

* If a portion of a municipal purpose loan, attach schedule or copy of

official statement.

** Indicate description of work, not location.

D. SUBMITTED BY:

Mayor/Manager/Selectmen Treasurer

Phone ()__________ Phone (_)_

Thank you for your cooperation!
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F. Doré Hunter 3 Foster Street, Acton, MA 01720 USA

11 August 1993

TELEFAX 508—263-8409 & MAIL

Pam Harting-Barrat
Chairperson
Acton School Committee

do Superintendent’s Office

R. J. Grey Junior High School

Acton, MA 01720

Dear Pani,

As you know we are all reading the provisions of the recently
enacted Education Reform Act of 1993. If the Commonwealth funds

the aid arrangements envisioned in this and future years it appears
that many of the fiscal pressures on education may be relieved.

Other municipal services, as far as we can presently see, will

probably have to be reduced at an increased pace in order to

provide the additional state-required local funding for education

services. Although the Selectmen wish the schools well, we believe

this legislation will make it hard for us to discharge our duties.

It also appears possible that much of the incentive for Acton

governmental co-ordination may have been removed by the

legislation.

One item in the Education Reform Act, however, does offer the

municipalities some involvement in how the additional property tax

support for the school will be spent, and encourages school—town

cooperation such as has existed in Acton. I am referring to the

provisions of S62 of the Act which involves the Town Manager in

school wage negotiations and contract approval.

I understand that the legislative history of §62 of the Act is

that the municipal interests lobbied the Great and General Court

for some municipal involvement in school labor negotiations because

it was felt that there was a risk that otherwise all of the

additional funding provided, by the state and from the property
tax, would be consumed in more generous wage settlements. That

phenomenon, should it occur might be doubly destructive to the

remainder of municipal government. Other municipal services would

be reduced, due to the interaction of the Education Reform Act with

the political realities of Proposition 2½, and then generous school

wage settlements might become models to which municipal employees
would aspire, possibly resulting in further service cuts due to

larger municipal wage increases. The recent comparison I had done

of the rates of increase of the school wages and municipal wages in

our recent history suggests that these are not entirely fanciful

concerns. The final language of S62 of the Act leaves much to be

desired, but it does indicate the legislature’s intent that



Pam Harting-Barrat
August 11, 1993

Page 2

municipal officials be involved in the schools’ collective

bargaining process.

It is my understanding that the Acton Town Manager has

requested information concerning the current wage negotiations
being conducted by the Acton School Committee and the Acton

Boxborough Regional District School Committee. Information is of

course the heart of participation. I further understand that he

has been refused such information. As reported to me, the schools

position is that, since the local school committee and the Region
bargain jointly, your administrators feel that the Town of Acton as

a municipality has no standing, except through its 85%

participation in the Region. Next, the argument goes, the state

has not yet promulgated the regulations under the act defining how

municipal representation in school collective bargaining will be

handled in Regions. So, I understand the school administration has

concluded it need not share any current collective bargaining
information with Acton, until the Acton and Boxborough Regional
involvement is determined under the yet-to-be-issued regulations.

The foregoing is a lawyer’s approach to the problem. I think

the school administration interpretation is wrong, but that is not

the point. The point is that we should be doing what is best for

the entire community, and in this case that is following the intent

of the Reform Act. The net result of the current school

administration position is likely to be, and a cynic might conclude

is intended to be, that the current wage negotiations will be

concluded and approved before any municipal involvement is

permitted.

The general thrust of the relevant section of the Reform Act

is the same as my suggestion before the last round of negotiations,
that the school committee and the Selectmen should keep each other

advised of the progress, discuss objectives and listen to the

others potential objections during the progress of negotiations,
rather than be restricted to the sole option of complaining after

the deal is done. That suggestion was rejected at that time, I am

writing you now to in effect advance it again.

The Board of Selectmen hereby formally requests that the

school administration promptly share with the Town Manager, in

confidence of course, the relevant information concerning the

status of current school wage negotiations and the school

committee’s negotiating objectives. Any negotiating committee

participation by the Town Manager, and his involvement in voting,
can await the issuance of the state regulations concerning Regions,
and any action that might then seem appropriate concerning the

local schools.
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Pam Harting-Barrat
August 11, 1993
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I am not currently authorized to offer you the same current

information concerning municipal negotiations, as I have not

discussed the matter with the Board of Selectmen. However, I think

the information street should be two way, that was my position and

I believe the Board’s position when I made the earlier suggestion.
I would hope and expect that the Selectmen would now be willing to

act favorably on my suggestion that we keep the Acton School

Committee confidentially advised of the status of municipal wage

negotiations, if the school committee was providing the same

information to the Town Manager concerning school labor

negotiations.

Sincerely

,/ /•~//

ChaiØ~an
Act’n Board of, S,Ølectinen

Copy to: Town Manager 1
Board of Selectmen
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292 Great Road • Acton, MA 01720

Tel: (508) 263-001 1 • Fax: (508) 635-0421

August 12, 1993

John Murray
Town of Acton

472 Main Street

Acton, MA 01720

Re: Your Letter of 15 July 1993

Dear John,

I have reviewed your letter and make the following comments:

Paragraph 1 Snow Removal - I find no mention of snow removal in

the references you quoted. I have given your letter to the two

attorneys involved in the original negotiations and have asked for

their comments.

Paragraph .2 Your comments sound familiar. Do not forget the

roads maintained ~by the condominium owners are also “used Actó~.~t~

citizens to get to the conservation land.

Paragraph 3 There never was any threat of canceling the South

Phase. The South Phase recreational center and all access roads

would have been completed. It is likely that the North Phase would

not have been built.

There were several reasons on both sides that a compromise or

revision to the program was appropriate:

.1. The restricted units were not moving well because of the rules

and regulaticns concerning .re~a1e——a very com~on.prcb1em
throughout the Commonwealth when the real estate market

collapsed.

2. The Town of Acton was faced with the loss of five (5)
affordable units because funds were not available for their

purchase nor for the down payment. I had extended the

acceptance date on the first units and switched units in an~

attempt not to lose them.

The compromise, therefore, benefitted both parties. I received a

more saleable product by changing the remaining restricted units

into market units thus allowing contingency financing since we used

sales receipts to continue construction. The Town of Acton

received $130,000 for the Housing Authority units that clearly
would be lost under the existing agreement, a $450,000 investment

Futures Limite



August 12, 1993 Page 2

in the Senior Center and an increase in the residential tax basis

in excess of $6,000,000 per year.

Paragraph 4 Septic - I believe, John, that the following facts

are correct:

Parcel Design Capacity Constructed Capacity

Lot N 6,740 6,951
Lot S 7,700 7.800

14,751

To make sure that you do not trip review of the system by the

State, the system must total less than 15,000 gallons; therefore,
we have at this time an excess of 249 gallons (15,000-14,751)
gallons per day adjusted to 245 gallons per day to insure

compliance. Included in the 6,740 gallons per day is 600 gallons
per day for the Senior Center. Add to that the excess of 211

gallons (6,951-6,740) that presently exists and the center has

available 811 gallons per day. If you add through construction the

245 gallons per day, the Senior Center will have avai1~b~’1’~ 056

gallons per day (600 + 2.11 + 245).
..

The Senior Center will base its occupancy on 811 gallons per day
initially and 1,056 gallons per day with the approval of the design
and construction of an expansion of the Lot N septic system to a

maximum capacity of 7,196 gallons per day. The costs, of course,

belong to the Town of Acton.

ParagraDh 8.4 Septic - The tenant will have the 1.000 gallon
kitchen grease traps, both located outside the building under the

parking lot, cleaned every six months as a minimum. The 1,500
gallon septic tank located in the same general area will be cleaned

once a year :as a mini~num. Th~a Jf.andlord will be notified when such

cleaning is scheduled. If during cleaning it is apparent that~the

duration between cleanings is too long, they will be cleaned more

frequently. Occu~ancv is based on 811 gallons per day until the

installation of additional trenches is complete increasing the

number to a maximum of 1.056 gallons per day. The installation to

increase the capacity by 245 gallons per day will be accomplished
by the Town of Acton prior to 30 November 1993. Water bills for

the Senior Center will be sent to the Audubon Hill North

Condominium Association within ten (10) days of receipt.

Yours truly,

Roy .
Smith



/

TOWN OF ACTON
472 Main Street

Adon. Ma~r1w~etts 01730

TeIepl~ (SOB) 264-96i2

Paz (508) 264-9630

John Murray
Assistant Town Manager

July 15, 1993

Roy Smith

R. Smith Associates

292 Great Road

Acton, MA 01720

Dear Roy,

We believe the snow removal question was fully addressed

both in the Comprehensive Agreement (sections 5.2 & 5.3), and

the lease (Article 7). The last full sentence in Section 5.2

of the Comprehensive Agreement states “Such Lease and

Condominium Documents shall provide that in no event shall

the Town be required to pay any form of condominium or common

fees, special assessments or the like.” We believe that a

lease requiring the Town to maintain the parking lot and

walkways free of snow is a special assessment or the like.

Further, section 5.3 specifically states that “the Developer,
or, following its creation, the Condominium Association,
shall be responsible for the maintenance and repair of

the grounds surrounding it (the senior center) at its sole

expense”. Article VII of the lease further defines the

maintenance of the grounds to include the parking facilities.

I have inferred from your letter that there is an

underlying theme that the residents of the complex are

receiving less services and support from the Town than other

citizens. I believe that it is time to set the record

straight. The first point that I wish to address is your
comment concerning the roadways of the development and

property taxes. Property taxes are based upon the value of

the property and not based upon the fact that the property is

located on a private or public road. Also, the residents of

your development enjoy the use of all the public roads in

Acton (which in part are supported by the property tax), not

just the roads located inside the development.

The second issue that I wish to address is lack of



support from the Town. As you and I are both aware, because

of the cooperation of the Board of Selectmen, the Audubon

Hill project was not cancelled during construction of the

South Phase. Thereby, preserving the value of the units

constructed early in the process, protecting those unit

owners from the expense of finishing the required
infrastructure, preserving the estimated unit condominium

fee, and the Town obtaining a Senior Center. In my term with

the Town, this has been the only project in which the Town,
as an entity, has become intrinsically involved in rescuing
the financing of a private business venture. Therefore, an

argument could be constructed that members of the condominium

associations have received an unprecedented amount of support
from the Town, and support of this nature has not been

awarded to any other citizen of the Town.

The final outstanding issue on appropriate seating level

for the Senior Center dining operation is a real quagmire,
with what I believe is an easy answer. The problem in a

nutshell is that Title 5, does not specifically address a

senior center flow rate. Therefore, your consultant chose a

school with a cafeteria as the applicable flow rate (15
gal/seat). Our Health Department with guidance from DEP

chose a Country Club flow rate, and I will allege that the

correct flow rate should be “a large church with a kitchen”

per the National Standard Plumbing Code (5-7 gal. per seat).
Regardless of the standard finally selected, I believe the

following language from section 5.3 of the agreement fulfills

both our needs.

In the event the Town alters or expands its

sewage demands for the Senior Center, such action

shall be contingent upon Town approval and

authorization of each action and shall be at no

cost to the Condominium Association.

Sincerely Yours,

John Murray

223
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TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE

DATE 8/12/93

TO: The Board of Selectmen

FROM: John Murra~~el__—
SUBJECT: Sawyer’ se�ogs

Attached is the missing police report. With the exception of

the installation of the blue tarp as the screening device, which I

believe was not the intent of the Board, the Police Department has

not been able to independently substantiate the reported complaints.
Therefore, I will place this matter before the Board at their next

meeting.



TOWN OF ACTON
4fl Main Stru~

Adc~, Ma~dua,etts t17~

I~n P. Johnson
Town Managur

December 21, 1992

Mr. Samuel G. Sawyer, Jr.

41 Minuteman Road

Acton, MA 01720

Subject: Complaint of Vicious

or Barking Dog

Dear Mr. Sawyer:

On Tuesday, December 1, 1992, the Acton Board of

Selectmen conducted a hearing on the written complaint of

James E. and Kathleen M. Conley, alleging that your dogs bark

excessively. After hearing testimony and questioning both

sides, the Selectmen determined that they wished to view the

premises and conduct an independent investigation of their

own. To that end, the hearing was continued to December 15.

On December 15, after having completed their own

investigation, the Selectmen reconvened the hearing and heard

further input from both parties. The Board deliberated at

length before voting a decision. The unanimous decision of

the Board was as follows:

1. You are directed to fence or screen the dog’s pen
such that no part of the Conley property is visible to

the dogs. You are free to install the fence/screening
where you choose, so long as you carry out the intent

and block the dog’s sight of the Conley property. You

are cautioned; however, that this fence/screen is to

be in addition to existing trees and shrubbery. The

Selectmen expressly do not want any existing trees or

shrubs removed.

2. You are directed to keep the dogs in the pen at all

times unless they are under your direct control. The

Selectmen defined “direct control” to mean that the

dogs shall be on a leash or under effective voice

control of the owner.

The conditions of this order must be completed within 30

days of the date of this notice. Failure to do so will result

in enforcement action by the Town of Acton.



If you wish to appeal this order you may do so by
bringing a petition in the district court within ten days, as

prescribed by Chapter 140, Section 157 of the Massachusetts

General Laws.

v~tr~i
Don P. Jo son

Town Manager
cc: James E. & Kathleen N. Conley

Board of Selectmen

Chief of Police

Dog Officer

DPJ: 501



TOWN OF ACTON POLICE DEPARTMENT

INTER—DEPARTMENTAL COIQflJNICATIO~

~c~— IcDLdc~

TO: Chief George W. Robinson DATE: July 19, 1S)3
ji. 21i~

FROM: Detective Todd D. Fenniman

SUBJ: Sawyer/Conley Nuisance Dog Complaint]

Per your request I have reviewed the Acton Police daily log

and have discovered the following:

For the period of time covering Nay 15, 1993 to the present,

13 calls have been received from the Conley resi lence complaining

about the Sawyer’s dogs barking.. The range of :he calls were as

follows:

May 21,

May 23,

June 11,

June 18,

June 19,

June 24,

June 30,

June 30,

June 30,

July ~3,

July 9,

July 9,

July 11,

1993 — Monday

1993 — Sunday

1993 — Friday

1993 — Friday

1993 — Saturday

1993 — Thursday

1993 — Wednesday

1993 — Wednesday

1993 — Wednesday

1993 — Saturday

1993 — Friday

1993 — Friday

1993 — Sunday

— 23:33 PM

21:49 PM

— 20:04 PM

— 18:18 PM

— 05:14 AM

— 02:18 AN

— 19:30 PM

— 22:50 PM

— 23:30 PM

— 20:47 PM

— 04:49 AN

— 22:24 PM

— 06:19 AM

As a result of 10 of these calls, upon t :e response of a

police officer, there was no barking heard. •~ most cases the

responding officer listened from both the Sawy r’s driveway and

the Conley’s driveway. Upon two of the compl~ints, a log item

was made and one dispatcher called and left message on the

Sawyer’s answering machine. The next day Mr. awyer returned a

call to the police station and stated that his dogs were inside
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TOWN OF ACTON POLICE DEPARTIIENT

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL COMMtJNICATIO~

the whOle night from 8:30 PM to 9:00 AM. The Cnley’s complaint

was logged at 8:04 PM the previous evening. The responding

officer on one complaint could hear muffled )arking from the

interior of the Sawyer home. There is no coiolaint logged in

reference to the incident in the Conley’s lett r on the date in

question.

On May 6, 1993, the Honorable Judge Freder: ck Gilgun of the

Concord District Court affirmed the decisic ~ of the Clerk

Magistrate who had in turn affirmed the decisio of the Board of

Selectmen in this matter. Judge Gilgun’s deci ion can only be

appealed on points of law and not the matter : tself. As of the

date of this memo, there has been no appeal f led according to

Concord District Court records.

Part one of the Selectmen’s decision r~ ~uires that the

Sawyer’s erect a fence or structure to block ~ie dogs’ view of

the Conley’s yard. This has been completed.

Part two requires the Sawyer’s to keep the ~ gs under “direct

control” at all times while not penned. ; ccording to the

Conley’s letter, it appears to them that dunn’ the incident on

June 29, 1993, the Sawyer’s dog was not unde! effective voice

control. This particular incident was not repo~ :ed to the police

department or logged.

Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 140 Se :tion 157 covers

nuisance dogs/excessive barking. It allows for the Selectmen to

issue a decision concerning restraint or disp sal of a dog as

they deem necessary and upon the conclusion of ~n appeal process

allows for certain sanctions for non—compliance- The statute in

part reads as follows:

“...The decision of the court shall b final and

conclusive upon the parties. Any pers n owning or
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TOWN OF ACTON POt.ICE DEPARTMENT

INTER—DEPARTMENTAL COIINUNICATIOI~

harboring such dog who shall fail to con )ly with any

order of the selectmen, chief of po ice, county

commissioners or district court, as the case may be

shall be punished by a fine of not more th~ i twenty—five

dollars for the first offense, and not r~ )re than one

hundred dollars for a second or subsequen offense, or

by imprisonment for not more than thirty ays, for the

first offense and not more than sixty days for a second

or subsequent offense, or both.”

From this statute, it appears that monet ry fines may be

levied against Mr. Sawyer for violating this section for the

first or any subsequent offense.

CC: Town Manager
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140 § 156 LICENSES

Notes of Decisions

Defense of fowls I sonable cause to believe killing was necessary.
Watch dogs 2 Livermore v. Baichelder (1886) 5 N.E. 275, 141

Mass. 179.

I. Defense of fowls 2. Watch dogs
Since P.S.1882, c. 102, § 94, did not take

away an owner’s common.law right to kill a
One keeping for the protection of his family

dog in defense of his property, one was justi. a dog duly licensed and collared, and confined

fled in killing another’s dog which was killing so as not to endanger persons properly on his

his hens, where he believed it necessary to messuage, could recover its market value as a

prevent the killing. Nesbett v. Wilbur (1900) watch dog, from a neighbor who killed it there

58 N.E. 586, 177 Mass. 200. without being attacked by it. although it was a

Defendant was not justified in killing plain, dangerous animal, and accustomed to bite

tills dog, believing that it was about to maim those who came near it. Uhlein v. Cromack

and kill defendants hens, unless he had rearn (1872) 109 Mass. 273.

§ 157. VicIous dogs; nuisance; barking or other disturbance; annoyance

to sick person; attacks on other dogs

If any person shall make complaint in writing to the selectmen of a town,

the chief of police of a city, or the county commissioners, that any dog owned

or harbored within his or their jurisdiction is a nuisance by reason of vicious

disposition or excessive barking or other disturbance, or that any such dog by
such barking or other disturbance is a source of annoyance to any sick person

residing in the vicinity such selectmen, chief of police or county commissionS

ers shall investigate or cause to be investigated such complaint, including an

examination on oath of the complainant, and may make such order concern~

ing the restraint or disposal of such dog as may be deemed necessary. Within

ten days after such order the owner or keeper of such dog may bring a

petition in the district court within the judicial district of which the dog is

owned or kept, addressed to the justice of the court, praying that the order

may be reviewed by the court, or magistrate thereof, and after such notice to

the officer or officers involved as the magistrate deem necessary the magis.
trate shall review such action, hear the witnesses and affirm such order unless

it shall appear that it was made without proper cause or in bad faith, in which

case such order shall be reversed. Any party shall have the right to request a

de novo hearing on the petition before a justice of the court. The decision of

the court shall be final and conclusive upon the parties. Any person owning
or harboring such dog who shall fail to comply with any order of the

selectmen, chief of police, county commissioners or district court, as the case

may be shall be punished by a fine of not more than twenty-five dollars for

the first offense and not more than one hundred dollars for a second or

subsequent offense, or by imprisonment for not more than thirty days, for the

first offense and not more than Sixty days for a second or subsequent offense,
or both.

The act of a dog in attacking or biting another dog or other animal may be

made the subject of a complaint under the provisions of this section.

Magistrates shall exercise their authority hereunder subject to the limita.

tions of section sixty-two C of chapter two hundred and twenty-one.
Amended by St.1934. c. 320. § 20; St.1976, c. 530; St.1978, c. 478, §73; St.1985, c. 455.
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I

G.S.1860, c. 88, § 61.

P.S.l882, c. 102, § 95.

St.l934, c. 320, § 20. approved June 23, 1934,
and by § 34 made effective Jan. 1, 1935, re

wrote the section, which prior thereto read:

“11 a person who has been so assaulted, or

who finds a dog strolling outside of the enclo

sure of its owner or keeper and not under his
immediate care, within thirty days after such
assault or finding makes oath thereof before a

district court or trial justice or before the clerk
of the town where the owner or keeper of the

dog dwells, and that he suspects the dog to be

dangerous or mischievous, and gives notice
thereof to its owner or keeper by delivering to

him a certificate of such oath signed by such

court, justice or clerk, the owner or keeper
shall forthwith kill or confine such dog; and if
he neglects so to do after twenty-four hours
from the receipt of such notice he shall forfeit
ten dollars.”

R.L.1902, c. 102, § 148.

St.1924, c. 113.

140 § 157
Note 2

St.1976, c. 530, approved Oct. 27, 1976, added
the second paragraph.
StA978, c. 478, § 73, approved July 18. 1978,

and by § 343 made effective as of July 1, 1978,
in the first paragraph, in the second sentence,
inserted “or magistrate thereor’ and substitut
ed “magistrate deem necessary the magistrate”
for “court may deem necessary it”; inserted
the third sentence and, in the last sentence,
substituted “twenty-five dollars for the first of
fense and not more than one hundred dollars
for a second or subsequent offense” for “ten

dollars, or by imprisonment for not more than

thirty days, or both”; and added the last para
graph.

St.1985, c. 455, approved Oct. 31, 1985, in the
first paragraph, in the last sentence, added “,
or by imprisonment for not more than thirty
days, for the first offense and not more than
sixty days for a second or subsequent offense,
or both”.

Animals ~55, 74(2), 85.
~VESTLAW Topic No. 28.
C.J.S. Animals §~ 165, 167, 175, 176, 211 to

216, 224, 228, 230, 298 to 312.

WESTLAW Electronic Research

See WESTLAW Electronic Research Guide following the Preface.

Attacks on lIvestock 2

Nuisance I

L Nuisance

Complaint alleging that defendants’ dog was

a nuisance by reason of excessive barking and
other disturbances and that defendants had not

restrained dog as ordered pursuant to hearing
held upon complaint to selectmen and not

alleging whether conduct was intentional, wan
ton or reckless, or negligent made allegation of
conduct amounting to nonfeasance. Mills v.

Keeler (1967) 222 N.E.2d 749, 351 Mass. 502.

In complaint alleging that dog constituted a

nuisance by reason of excessive barking and
other disturbances, “other disturbances” meant

those of the same kind as barking. Id.

Complaint alleging that defendant’s dog was

a nuisance by reason of excessive barking and

other disturbances and that defendant had not

restrained dog as ordered after hearing pursu
ant to complaint to selectmen did not state

cause of action under c. 243, § 1, governing
actions for private nuisances. Id.

2. Attacks on livestock

A complaint alleging that certain dogs of

defendant worried and- injured the sheep of

plaintiff; that a certain dog, accustomed to bite

sheep belonging to defendant, worried and in

jured certain sheep of plaintiff; and that cer

tain dogs which were accustomed to worry,
bite, and destroy sheep, of which fact defen
dant was knowing, killed sheep, the property
of plaintiff stated but one cause of action.

709

DOGS

St.1791, c. 38. § 2.

R.S.1836, c. 58, § 16.

Historical and Statutory Notes

Cross References

Election of remedy, see § 166 of this chapter.

Library References

Corn ments.

Damage by dogs, see M.P.S. vol. 17A, Bish

op, § 1244.

Notes of Decisions

1~~~~
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Middlesex

Town of Acton, Board of

Selectmen Judge~s Hearing
cviI Ac~on No.

—

vs

Samuel C. Sawyer )

T/L~ 00Pr
___

DECISION

After a hearing, the Court affirms the decision of

the Board of Selectman in the above named matter.

Gilgun, J.

May.6, 1993



Acton Police Department
July 15, 1993 Incident Statistics Thursday 14:46

Selected Incidents

Include Data

Starting Date & Time: 05/15/1993 00:00 Ending Date & Time: 07/15/1993 23:59

Incident Activity Code Action Taken Incident Type

Statistical Area/Sub Patrol Sector Street/Busi/Landmk From To

_______________

SIMON WILLARD RD 15 15

_______________

MINUTEMAN RD 41 41

Officers: Injury Report: Accident:

Complaint: Intersect:

Exclude Data

Incident Activity Code Action Taken Incident Type

Statistical Area/Sub Patrol Sector Street/Busi/Landmk From To

Officers: Injury Report:
—

Accident:

Complaint: Intersect:

Reports Selection

Sort Order Time Interval Report Format

Hour Day Month Year Graph List Total

Total Incidents
—

Summ
—

Activity Code
— ____ —

Action Taken
____

Incident Type
— ____ —

Stat Area
____

Stat Sub Area
____

Patrol Sector
____

Response Time
—

Report Type
— ____

Street
____

Address

Business/Landmark



Acton Police Department
July 15, 1993 Incident Statistics Thursday 14:46

Selected Incidents from 05/15/1993 00:00 to 07/15/1993 23:59

~CIDENT/

OFFICER/

DISPATCHER

TYPE
DATE

LANDMARK AND/OR ADDRESS DISPOSITION
NATURE

TIME
sup~iwiso~

19306005 05/21 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

PALHA 23:33 ASSISTED PARTY

ALT.RN MCPADDEN

MRS. CONLEY .15 SIMON WILLARD RD REPORTS THE SAWYER’ S DOGS ARE BARKING AT THE

ABOVE, CAR 24 SENT, NOTHING HEARD AT THIS TIME.

19306066 05/23 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

HAYES 21:49 ASSISTED PARTY

COGAN H ROGERS

MRS CONLEY 15 SIMON WILLARD (264—0050) REPORTS THE SAWYERS DOGS ARE BARKING,
C-25 SENT. C—25 REPORTS ALL QUIET.

19306844 06/11 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

MILLIGAN 20:04 ASSISTED PARTY

MILLIGAN ROGERS

MRS CONNOLY #264-0059 CA! LED TO COMPLAIN ABOUT THE SAWYER DOGS BARKING IN A PEN

THE ABOVE LOCATION IS THE SAWYER HOME I CALLED LEFT A MESSAGE ON RECORDER TO

BRING IN DOGS.

19306888 06/12 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM DOG PROBLEM

No officer 18:12 ASSISTED PARTY

COGAN H MCPADDEN

MR SAWYER ABOVE ADDRESS (263-2063) REPORTS HIS DOGS WERE INSIDE LAST NIGHT FROM

8:30 PM UNTILL 9:00 AM. HE REPORTS THERE WAS A COMPLAINT FROM MRS CONNELY.

19307139 06/18 41 MINUTEMAN ED ANIMAL PROBLEM ANIMAL COMPLAIN

GOODMAN 18:18 OTHER

MILLIGAN ROGERS

MRS.CONNOLLY #264-0059 CALLED TO COMPLAIN ABOUT THE SAWYER DOGS BARKING IN THEIR

PEN, CAR 22 SENT TO ABOVE ADDRESS TO SPEAK TO SAWYER FAMILY. CAR 22 REPORTS NO ONE

AT HOME DOGS ARE IN PEN NOT BARKING NOW ALL SET THERE.

19307168 06/19 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOG

HAYES 05:14 GONE ON ARRIVAL

ANTONRILT MCFADDEN

CONNELLY (4-0059) FROM 15 SIMON VILLAlU) CAT! TNG TO REPORT SAWYERS DOG FROM ABOVE

OUTSIDE BARKING. C-25 SENT PTh HATES REPORTS HE STATED IN AREA FOR OVER (5)
MINUTES AND HEARD NOTHING.

19307344 06/24 41 MINUTEMAN RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOG

S.FENNIMAN 02:18 .

ANTONELLI ROGERS

CONNELLY(4-0059) CALLING FROM 15 SIMON WILLARD REPORTING SAWYER’S DOG AT ABOVE

ARE OUT Dl PEN AND ARE BARKING KEEPING HER AWAKE. C—23 SENT. PTL S FENNIMAN

REPORTS HE PARKED IN DRIVEWAY FOR A FEW MINUTES AND HEARD NOTHING

19307633 06/30 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARRING DOG

LAROCRE 19:30 CH&~ED/SECURE

COGAN N T • PENNIMAN

MRS CONNELT ABOVE ADDRESS (264-0059) REPORTS THE SAWYERS DOGS ARE BARKING, C-25
SENT. ALL QUIET AT THIS TINE.
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Acton Police Department
. 15, 1993 Incident Statistics Thursday 14:46

Selected Incidents from 05/15/1993 00:00 to 07/15/1993 23:59

~.NCIDENT/

OFPICER/

DISPATCHER

TYPE
NATURE

LANDMARK AND/OR ADDRESS DISPOSITION
I

SUPERVISOR

19307641 06/30 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

LAROCHE 22:50 CHECKED/SECURE

COCAN N T. FENNIMAN

MRS CONNELY ~ABOVE ADDRESS REPORTS SAWYERS DOGS ARE BARKING, C-25 SENT. CHECKED

AREA, ALL QUIET.

19307644 06/30 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

HOVE 23:30 CHECKED/SECURE

COGAN N T. FENNIMAN

MRS CONNELY ABOVE ADDRESS REPORTS SAWYERS DOGS ARE STILL BARKING, C-23 SENT.

C—23 WAITED IN BOTH DRIVEWAYS, ALL QUIET.

19307802 07/03 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

No officer 20:47 ASSISTED PARTY

COGAN N MCPAI)DEN

MRS CONNELY ABOVE ADDRESS_(264-0059) REPORTS SAvi~KS DOGS ARE BARKING, BELIVES

SAWYERS ARE GONE FOR THE v~Ki~ND. WANTED SAME LOGGED.

19308052 07/09 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOG

NADEAU 04:49 ASSISTED PARTY

ANTONELLI NADEAU

CONNELLY FROM ABOVE REPORTING SAWYERS DOG JUST WOKE THEM UP. WANTED INFO LOGGED

ONLY AT THIS TIME. CAR 24 SENT TO AREA/REPORTS ALL QUIET AT THIS TIME.

19308087 07/09 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

GOODMAN 22:24 SPOKEN TO

A1T.RN MCFADDEN

MRS. CONLEY REPORTS THE SAWYERS DOGS HAVE BEEN BARKING ALL EVENING, AND SHE

WOULD LIKE AN OFFICER TO LISTEN TO THEM OVER AT HER HOUSE, CAR 26 SENT TO HER

HOUSE, DOGS ARE NOT BARKING AT THIS TIME. ** NEXT TIME SHE CALLS ON SAWYERS DOGS

BARKING, CRUISER IS TO GO TO 15 SIMON WILLARD TO LISTEN **

19308148 07/11 15 SIMON WILLARD RD ANIMAL PROBLEM BARKING DOGS

HARRISON 06:19 SPOKEN TO

AU.VN COGAN J

MRS. CONLEY FROM THE ABOVE REPORTS THE SAWYERS DOGS WOKE THEM UP BARKING, CAR 25

SENT TO THE CONLE! RESIDENCE. CAR 25 REPORTS THE DOGS ARE BARKING, SOUNDS LIKE

THEY ARE INSIDE BECAUSE IT IS MUFFLED. MESSAGE LEFT ON ANSWERING MACHINE.

Page 2
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JU~-~-1993 14:50 FROM ACTON PCLICE DEPT TO
.r~

~w~v ~. ~âtusus~

of ~oItce

~tilic~ ~~p~rfnu!nf
~. 0. ~ox 21Z

ic4~ton, ~wa*~iw.tt Djr2Q

TM TRANSMI8$XQN COVER SHEET

DATE: 2o-~5
-

PT~SASE DELIVER TH~ ATTACHED TO:

NAZIS: ~jA~’%~~
—

F IRM ~ ~v’-~
-

F~X NUMBER;
-

THIS MESSAGE IS 8EING SENT FROM:

NAME: t ~b

DIVI $1ON. :pe~
_____

____

____
___

FAX NUM5ERr j598} 263-3501

WE ME TRANSMIT’~1NO_~PAGES, INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET

MESSAGES: 1” S ~/~3~c’~jr ~“.

- - -

—
-

-

S ri
—

—- —r
—

-U-
-

-‘--------—

(LEAVE THE COVER SHEET ~N THE TRAY NEXT TO THE FAX MACHINE FOR
ACCOVNTXNG PURPOSES)

‘~1

APD91—0&3



JLL-20-1993 14~51 FR~J1 ACT~ POLJ~E PEPT TO

~uu toilet uepsrtmeGt
~ 20, 1993 I~eidentRe rt Tuesd~y 40

Sit Narrative CO~Y
INcIDENT~t ACYI~x p.ECEIVED/ f~SPaTcEER/SUPER!
PRIORITY! I ADL~BSS/ DISPATCBED/ NATURI/

ACC CONJ DISPOSITiON OPPICER(S) ARRIVBD/C1.RARED TYPE

19308583 DIRECTED PATROL HAlES 07/20/1993, 12:40 AU.~

5 41_Nflfi3T~tAN ED 0712011993, 12:40 PAP1SI

~io No REPORT 07/2011993, 12:51 DOG amFLLutr

Domestic Abuse: No 07/2011993, 14:07 ANDIAL PRVH~I

Remarks: JIB CONLET REPORTS HE CAN BEARD BAPX.IliG DOGS CONXN~ PEON TEE DIRECTION ON

SAWYER’ S ROUSE AT TEE ABOfl, BE EEAPJ SOMEONE TE~,LING GET 1~I AWAY,
SOMEBODY CALl. THE POLX(~, CAB~ 2~ s~r, REPORTS NO BARKING DOGS AT TRIS TIME,
V~ TO SPEAR TO MR. CONLET AT 15 SEION ~ThL~ SME REPORT-

Persons:

REPORTEE CONLET, JIB License: NoTit

(M*le) 15 SIMON VILL&RD RD
fl9302941 ACTUN BA 01720

Phont: Mont DOE: No date
-

Coamt RPTS.BARKTl~ DOGS A PEESOR ~LUtG/OO*

PROP-OVNB SAVTRR, SAIWEL c License; 06SR564251 (NH)
(Male) 1009 MAPLEVQOD Apt: £fl SSN t 030—50—9126
)18621272 PORTSMOUTH NB 01720

Phone: 263—1205 DOE: O6/Z~/1964
Commt: ~POBARILT AT $OTKRRS ADORESS.

VICTX$ ~A iceDac: Bone
(Mtle) 36 h~b~hN RD
M9302946 AC~ON MA 01720

Phone: None DOE: No date
Cotnmt: WAIjING HIS DOG. SAWYERS DOG CAuSED PROB

Narratjve 1 Jy~ PTI.. VXLLTAJI flA~$ St*tUS Opefl
Title; OPPICHES~

RECEIVED RADIO CALL EEL COMPLAINT PROM CONNOLLY RESIDENCE, REL HEARD

SCREAMS CONNING PROM SAV!EP~ RESIDENCE OP GET DOG OPP NE. I ARRIVED AT SAVTER

RESIDENCE AND DID NOT HEAR ANT NOISE OR SEE ANYONE AROUND. I KNOCKED ON DOOR

OP SAWYER RESIDENCE AND SAN APPEARED- 1 tOLD ElM OP COMPLAINT AND ASKED HIM

WHAT HAPPENED. STATEMENT BY SM: I BAD MT DOG OUT ON A LEASH IN if! YARD. A

NEIGHBOR OP MINE (MESLENER) WAS WALKING HIS DOG. MT DOG GOT AWAY FROM NE AND

VENT AFTER HIS DOG. MR. )(RSSLZNER VIE TELLING TO ME TO GET MY DOG AWAY PROM

HIS DOG AND I DID. MR. NESSENER ASKED ME IF NY DOG HAD ITS SHOTS AND I TOLD

RIM IT DID. MR. BESSEMER WAS THEN SATISFIED AND VALKED AWAY. I (PTL HATES) IN

FORMED SAN OP HIS LIABILITY PROBLEM, SHOULD HIS DOGS BURT ANYONE OR DESTROY ANT

PROPERTY. RE STATED SE UNDERSTOOD AND THAT Ill TUE ENTIRE NEIGHBORHOOD, THE ONLY

PEOPLE TEAT COMPLAIN ARE THE CONNOLLYS. I (PTL RATES) W~IY TO TEE MESSENER RES

IDENCE AND SPORE TO MR. MESSENER EEL OUT WALKING HIS DOG. BE STATED TEAT BE HAS

NO PROBLEM WITH SM, BUT SAN IS RESPONSIBLE POE TEE ACTIONS OP MIS ROTEVEIWER.
1 (FYI. HATES) THEN WENT TO THE CONNOLLY RESIDENCE AND INFORMED TEEN 0? Ml TALK
INC WITH SAM AND HIS NEIGHBOR. MRS CONNOLLY STATED SEE WOULD REPORT THIS IN
CIDENT TO TUE DOWN HALL AGAIN. I (PTL HATES) INFORMED MRS CONNOLL~T T THERE
ARE NO COMPLAINTS PROM MT7OIiE ELSE 1I~ TUE ENT NEIGHBORHOOD.

V V

~te~.L ~‘~
V

-
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WatEr ~upp1~j ~iøtrict of Acton

693 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE
P.O. BOX 953

ACTON, MASSACHUSETTS 01720

TELEPHONE (508) 263.9107 FAX (508) 264-0148

WATER SUPPLY DISTRICT OF 4CTON

HARLAN TUTTLE 8UILDiNG

693 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE

ACTON. MA 01720

AUGUST 16, 1993

AGENDA:

7:3Q P
-
N, CALL TO ORDER

7:31 PM. COMMENTS FROM CITIZENS AND OPEN DISCUSSION

ACCEPT MINUTES OF MEETING JL/L Y 12.. 1993

NEW BUSINESS

WARRNVTS & COMMUNICATIONS

REVIEW R F. P. ON NEW i3UIL DiNG

WATER RESTRICTIONS

ACORN PARK

SPECIAL DISTRICT MEETING

OLD BUSINESS

GARAGE ADDITION

CO/VANT SITE #2

LAWN SPRINKLER LETTERS

BOTTLED WATER



ANDERSON & KRE!GER

ATFORNEYS AT lAW

The Buifinch Building
STEPHEN D. ANDERSON

47 Thomdike Street Western Mass. Office:

Cambridge, MA 02141

20 Federal Street, Suile I

FAX (617) 252-6899 Greenfiekl, MA 01301
GEORGE A. HALLjR.

(413) 774-3392

Au.’~N R. PIERcE FAX (413) 774-2845

(Also Admilled In IL)

Cvwnn* HESLEN August 5, 1993
(Also AdmiTted In VT’)

John Murray
Assistant Acton Town Manager
742 Main Street

Acton, MA

Re: Town of Acton v. W.R. Grace & Co.——Conn

Civil Action No. 90-12356K

Dear John:

Bill Cheeseman still has not been able to speak with Mark

Stoler about Acton’s last settlement offer. Today, Bill spoke
with Judge Keaton’s clerk and arranged to continue the deadline

for submission of a joint statement of facts to September 13,
1993. The follow-up conference with Judge Keaton has also been

rescheduled to September 24, 1993.

Meanwhile, Bill Cheesenian will continue trying to reach Mark

Stoler. I will keep you advised.

Sincerely,

Allan R. Fierce

ARF/jec

ACT/COST/339/Murray.001

IC) Recycled Paper



INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE

DATE 8/11/93

T0 F. Dore’ Hunter

FROM: Christine M. Joyce

SUBJECT: 1993—94 Schedule

Per our conversation, I have tentatively set the following
dates for the Board of Selectmen’s Meetings through April. It

does not appear to conflict with any recognized holidays or

religious days. Please let me know if you concur with these

dates so that I can notify the Town Clerk and Municipal
Properties for scheduling of rooms and postings.

Sept. 7, 21

Oct. 5, 19

Nov. 2 (after 8:00 election day), 16, 30

Dec. 14,
Jan. 4, 18

Feb. 2, 16

March 1, 15, 29

April 12, 26

cc: Andrea, MP

Barbara, TC
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ROPES & GRAY r )

ONE INTERNATIONAL PLACE

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02110-2624

30 KENNEDY PLAZA
(617) 951 7000

1001 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N. W.

PROVIDENCE P I 02903 SUITE 200 SOUTH

(401)455-4400 T~L~C0P~R (617) 951 7050 WASHINGTON. O.C. 20004

TELECOPIER (401) 455-4401 (202) 626-3900

Wrtt.r’a Direct Dts1 Number: (617) 9317219 TELECOPIER: (202)626-3961

August 2, 1993

*~..4I9~3

BY HAND

Mr. Kenneth A. Marchurs

Deputy State Auditor
Division of Local Mandates

100 Nashua Street, Room 1010

Boston, MA 02114

Re: Acton-Boxborough Regional School District

Dear Ken:

At Henry Hall’s suggestion, I am forwarding to you a request
for determination of local mandate by the Towns of Acton and

Boxborough. The materials were delayed in getting to you as we

were awaiting the passage of Chapter 71 of the Acts of 1993,
which, as you know, has extended the protections against mandates

to regional school districts.

Thank you for your assistance on this matter.

Very truly yours,

~QJ “rcL

~~YlE. McE1hinney~~77
JEM/ :~

Enclosure

cc: Mr. William Ryan

Board of Selectmen

Town of Boxborough
Mr. Mark Pare

Mr. James R. Fuller

Ms. Arm Bingham, Esg.
Henry L. Hall, Jr., Esg.



Massachusetts

Municipal
Association

Sixty Temple Place

Boston, Massachusetts 02111

Dear MMA Member,

(800) 882-1498

( 426-7272 FAX (617) 695-1314

August 5, 1993

I am writing to solicit suggestions for MMA’s 1994 legislative package.

Each fall, MMA’s policy committees review, discuss and recommend legislative
proposals for the MMA Board of Directors to approve as part of the next year’s
legislative agenda to advance the concerns of cities and towns.

This year we are under a condensed time frame, because all legislative proposals
must be filed with the Clerk of the House or the Clerk of the Senate by 5:00 p.m. on

November 3rd, the first Wednesday in November.

Please submit any suggestions that you may have by September 1st. All

proposals will be referred to the appropriate policy committee for discussion and a vote

to decide whether they will be presented to the Board of Directors for approval. The

Board will be meeting on October 12th to set the 1994 legislative package.

Please mail or fax your ideas to the attention of the MMA’s Legislative Division.

If you have any questions or comments, please call David Baier or Marie Johnson at

(617) 426-7272 or (800) 882-1498.

Thank you very much.

/Oeofl Bec~ith

Executive Director

(/1 ~

.
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TOWN OF ACTON
472 Main Street

Actwi, M~rJ~ujetta 01720

Tclep&c. (508) 264-9612

Paz (508)264-963)

John Murray
Az~istant Town Manager

August 12, 1993

Mr. Patrick Mathews

Digital Equipment Corporation
Real Estate Division

111 Powdermill Rd.

Maynard, MA 01754

Dear Mr. Mathews,

As per our conversation earlier today, the Board of

Selectmen will not support a change in the zoning status of

your facility located on Piper Rd. in Acton. The decision

was made in the context of the current economy, and was based

upon the investment that the Town has made to develop its

Master Plan, and obtain citizen approval of that plan.

As I assured you in our telephone conversation, I will

notify the Board of Selectmen of your offer to meet with them

in public session or privately at their convenience.

Sincerely Yours,

(~1~
John Murray
Assistant Town Manager



cc. ‘6~)

August 4, 1993

Acton: BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

Acton Board of Selectmen

472 Main St.

Acton, MA 01720

Gentlemen:

Argeo Paul Cellucci James J. Kerasiotes Laurinda T Bedingfield

Lieutenant Governor Secretar/ Commissioner

Enclosed is a copy of a bridge field inspection report for

the Town owned bridge Concord Road over Nashoba Brook, Bridge
Plan # A02018.

Please review this report carefully and take the appropriate
action in making the reconunended repairs and/or corrections

listed on it.

If you have any questions regarding this report please call

on us. We will be pleased to review it with you and advise

you of any programs available for repairing the structure.

Be advised that the District currently has a limited amount

of used guard rail which can be made available to

municipalities for upgrade of bridge approaches.

If you require any additional information, please call Mr.

Mohammed Nabulsi, P.E., District #3 Structures Maintenance

Engineer, at (508) 754-7204, extension 220.

Very truly yours,

Peter Donohue

District #3 Highway Director

LAG/
enc.

C-FR, B.I.A.E.

LAG

MO. File

Massachusetts Highway Department District 3 • 403 Belmont St., Worcester, MA 01604 • (508) 754-7204

William F Weld
Governor

l9~3
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MASSACHUSETTS HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT

REPORT OF DEFICIENCIES FOUND DURING

BRIDGE INSPECTION

TEAM LEADER: E4’ ~/ /€a,v~i ~,
-

_________

SUBJECT: DISTRICT_______________
____________

BRIDGE DEPT. NO.______________
________

LOCATION (ITEM 6)
__________________________________

(ITEM 7) (/
____________________

DATE:________

CITY/TOWN: AC/I)

BRIDGE KEY NO. H~’AJ VO/.o18-/L’Z7

43- STRUCTURE TYPE

~k~

A. DO ANY OF THE REPORTED DEFICIENCIES REQUIRE IMMEDIATE

CORRECTIVE ACTION? YES qJ NO

B. DEFICIENCY NOTED ON PREVIOUS REPORT? iJ YES NO

DATE OF PREVIOUS REPORT?

INSP. REPORT DESCRIPTION OF CIRCLE APPROPRIATE

ITEM REF. NO. DEFICIENCY ITEMS

34 I~, l~, 3, L/

5~S~ 3P~~s

~~~IMMED. REP.

MINOR CRIT. DEF.

é2. cL 4oai~ chJ~w~/
~V~S

~~MNED. REP.

MINOR CRIT. DEF.

C Z. 4’ / 4az~ cj~y~ie$sII~&c ZZ~

14 i~

MAJOR IMMED. REP.

~
(~~}CRIT. DEF.

2 S ~~,oai~- S~a_///R 5t~~
,~edw~J

MAJOR IMI4ED. REP.

MINOR CRIT. DEF.

ATTACHED BRIDGE INSPECTION FORM DATED 7-/3-r3



IJLM ACCESS EQUIPMENT & BRIDGE INSPECTION HOURS 10 DIGITS

(J.. ~_/ ~‘ This item shall be coded using an 10-digit code composed
/‘ of three segments. Segment A is for the ~ of Special

Access Equipment, Segment B is for the type of equipment
needed and Segment C is the hours required for a two person

inspection team to complete the inspection.

Seqment DESCRIPTION CODE LENGTH

A Yes — Special Equipment needed......... I 1-digit

No - Special Equipment i~c~ needed...... N

B AerialBucket..........................A 7—digits
Boat.......

. . . . . . •••.••~. . . . . . . .. . . . •..
B

Ra i 1 road Fl agina n . . . . . . . . . . . . . . F

Inspector 50.......
. ••....••••.•...•••• I

Other...... ...... .. . •.....•... ........ . 0

Rigging..... ........ •. .. •.I•I.•... . . . ... R

Staging...... . . . . . . ... •....•.. . . ... . . . . . S

Traffic Control......
..........

T

Underwater Inspection. .. ...............
U

C ActualHoursRequired.................nn 2-digits
(Does not include Underwater Inspection)

Examples

~Q~g
A A bridge is 0’ above the water and located YBITtJffl)~08

on a high volume ADT roadway. The structure

has several pile bents. A Boat an Inspector 50
and Traffic Control for the Inspector 50 is

needed. Time required 1 day (8 hours).

B A bridge is located over a small brook. It N(fl)(HHH3()02
is a non-dive bridge. No special equipment
is needed. Time reguire~ 2 hours.

C A complex bridge with several types of YABIOTU~J24
decks, stringers, piers, and is over

water and local streets. Eqtiipment needed

includes an Aerial bucket a Boat an

7nspecto~ 50 a platform Truck (Other and

roadway Traffic ControI~ An Underwater

Inspection is also required. Time required
3 days.

(ACCSEQIP.)
{SPCLEQIP.}

~~tit1 II1UE1~~~



Monochsofl$ D.penffihag of P~lIc Wo’is
DISTRICT 3

DIVERS ACT4VITY REPORT
DATE

F

~ •~

DIVE TEAMNUMBER IDVEMASTER
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.t~OS&4A~4
~J. t~L~CJ~

I
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8RIDGE MAINTENANCE NO. tIUb.t 4~ o~ (~ BRIDGE N~ A-a-lB

DIVE CONDITIONS t

BOTTOM CONDITiONS ~a..uej ,
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AUG 1 9 I9°~’
TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: August 19, 1993

TO: Don P. Johnson, Town Manager
FROM: Garry Rhodes, Building Commissioner ,j-~’L
SUBJECT: LeLyonnais Restaurant extension request

Site plan 10/23/78-162

This is the second request for an extension of this site plan~. The first extension was

granted by the Board in October of 1991. They were required to relocate their sign,
which was located within the layout of Great Road, back onto their property. This

was accomplished within the time given to them by the Board. I do not have any
objections if the Board decides to grant the requested extension.



ACTON SURVEY & ENGINEERING, INC.

JOHN E. DUNPHY, JR., President ~ 1
P.O. BOX 666 • ACTON, MASS. 01720

August 9, 1993

Acton Board of Selectmen

Acton Town Hall

472 Main Street

Acton, MA 01720

Re: LeLyonnais Restaurant extention request
Site plan 10/23/78-162, as ammended October 23, 1991

Dear Board Members;

On behalf of our clients, Joan and Gerard LaBrosse of Acton,

we hereby request an additional one year extention to the current

site plan decision.

At the present time, the LaBrosse’s are just starting to see a

slight upward swing in the economy and are asking for the additional

one year extention to be certain that this is a realitity and

not just a false start.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

ACTON SURVEY & ENGINEERING, INC.

John E. Dunphy, Jr., President

cc: Joan and Gerard LaBrosse

File No. 319

Office: 277 Central Street, West Acton (508) 263.3666



Board of Selectmen Town Hafi, Actos MA 01720 508.264-9611

17 August 1993

Ms. Laura E. Washburn

154 Willow Street

Acton, MA 01720

Dear Ms • Washburn:

mis is in response to your l.ttsr of 27 July 1993 to the

Acton Board of Selectman. The Board regret. that the cost of a

sticker for use of the Acton Transfer Station and the Recycling
Facility continues to increase and appreciates ~our suqq.etion
far an alternative system which would allow residents to pay by
the trip.

First, let me address the $100.00 p. sticker charg. this

year. me estimated cost of disposing of Acten’s solid vast, in

thi, fiscal year is $1,389,030.00. Because of this extremely
high coat, the Board and. the Town’s staff direct con5idarable.
efforts to reducing this figure and these offorts were described

in detail. at the April, 1993, Town Meeting under Article 6. To

cover’ these coats, $828,000.00 i. included in th ToVft’S budget
and assessed through taxes; the remaining aaount of 5561,000.00
is collected through sticker’s and other fees for use of the

Transfer Station. This combination of general t5xes and user

fee. is the most equitable, since not everyon, in Acton uses the

Transfer 8tation, and is carefully calculated to maximize sticker

and fee revenue while minimizing the sticker and fee costs for

residents. As you can se. from the above total revenue figure
needed to cover the coat of solid waste disposal, th. sticker fee

of 8100.00 is not .van covering the actual cost of disposing of

Acton’s solid vast..

Secondly, iihile I recognise that you end your two children

seam like a small household, you are very close to the average
household in Acton, which according to the 1990 federal census is

2.69 persona per household. Whil, vs do not knoi, the av.raq.
household size of those using the Transfer Station, a fee system
that attempted to provide greater equity in thi, fashion Would bs

more costly to administer and probably still inequitabl, since

individuals’ solid waste disposal amounts vary tremendously.
Your efforts to recycle are commendable. We are trying to

encourage as much recycling as possible in Acton and at this time

approximately one—third of our solid waste stream is recycled 1

Unfortunately, there is still insufficient industry demand far

moat recycled materials. There is actually a coat incurred by
towns in having recycled material. removed, so whil, recycling
helps the environment, it doe. not reduce our dispcs*i costs.

SO~ 1i~fl-1 ~ ~H 9~:2t E~ LT E1~



Laura Z. Washburn

17 August 1993

Page 2

Pineily, I can respond positively to your request for a

single trip fee. In lieu of the $200.00 ~tick.r charge,
resident. may make single trips to the Transfer Station for
$10.00 each. This is solely for trash disposal. You may also

purchase an annual recycling sticker for $30. 00. Unless you make

very few trips to the Transfer Station, it doss not sav, you

money, however, it is a way to spread out the cost during the

year.

I regret not being able to offer you a very much l.ii

axpensiv. alternative, however, I hope that the above information
has been helpful. Please feel free to contact our Highway
Department staff at 264—9624 if you have any questions about the

fee options.

I I V~II~J ‘Q kI~-~~ .1 • ~r c’c j r ~
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Boxboro and Stow, Planning Board of Stow, Trudy Coxe of

and Don McPherson of Mlnutànian Airfield

Subject: Significant problems for the FAA, Stow, Boxboro, Acton and the Slate’s

Environmental Protection Agency — and intent to take legal action

Dear folks:

If! do not get responses to my requests for information about the Stow Airport’s
safety/expansion plan, I will take legal action. Failure of local, state and federal

government groups to protect my family and home from the effects of airport
safety/expansion, requires this. Stow, the FAA, the Slate’s EPA (MEPA), the consultant

who created the current airport Environmental Notification Form and the airport operator
all ignored my requests for information. All have shown no interest in disclosing their

actions. In the case of Stow, my requests for information on how Stow would monitor the

airport’s safety/expansion have gone unanswered, since 1992.

Since no public, state, private or federal group has shown any indication of

protecting my family and home -- or are willing to provide information on the

safety/expansion, I will. I will delay action if you answer the following questions by
September 1, 1993. This is not a tight deadline. You have been asked these questions
before.

QUESTIONS REGARDING RUNWAY 12/30 —( is the“runway

pointing in the direction of Taylor Road. Harvard Acres and Acton)

How long is runway 12/30?

If runway 12130 is longer than 1,000 feel, when were its expansions done?

How wide is runway 12/30?

If it is 70 feet wide, when did it expand from 50 feet?

COMMENT:

The Master Plan included a Department of Transportation map from the late

eighties showing that runway 12/30 was 50 feet wide. The ENF says the runway is 70 feet

wide.

Is runway 12130 still unpaved?
11 runway 12/30 is now paved, when was it paved?
For any work done on runway 12/30, what Stow officials approved and/or allowed

the expansions and paving?

COMMENT:

The airport now claims the runway is 1600 feet long rather than 1000 feet long.
The FAA is funding the safety/expansion shown in the 1989 Edwards and Kelcey

August 13, 1993



Minuteman Airfield Plan This plan shows the “Existing Airfield Facilities” and a runway

12130 that is only 1,000 feet long.

QUESTIONS ABOUT AIRPORT LOCATION

Is it true the Stow airport has already expanded into Boxboro?

Is it true this expansion was done without the knowledge of town oflicials?

COMMENT:

The culTent thport plan shows it has spread to two towns, rather than one town.

The airport is now in Boxboro as well as Stow. The Minuteman Airfield Plan shows an

airport existing only in Stow. Boxboro’s laws do not pentñt airports.

QUESTIONS ABOUT DISCREPANCIES IN THE MINUTEMAN AIRFIELD PLAN

and the ENViRONMENTAL NOTIFICATION FORM

The Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) and the Massachusetts Aeronaulics

Commission (MAC) agreed to give $5 to $8 million oftaxpayer money to the private Stow

airport. This money was for the safety/expansion described in the “Minuteman Airfield

Plan (MMAP).” The newer Environmental Notification Form (“newer ENF”) filed with

the State shows a much different plan. It depicts an airport that has ALREADY expanded.

Which plan is being funded with the $5 to $8 million of taxpayer money?
The “new ENF plan” airport has spread to two towns, rather than one town. The

airport is now in Boxboro as well as Stow. The Minuteman Airfield Plan shows an airport
existing only in Stow. J3oxboro’s laws do not permit airports.

What is the actual amount of wetlands and forests to be destroyed

A companson of the MMAP accepted by the FAA to the “newer ENF plan” yields
nasty surprises. Each plan requires a different level of wetland and forest destruction.

How damaging will the new noise be to Stow. Acton and Boxboro

homeowners? Official aviation studies conflict

Noise statements in the ENF are very wrong, and differ from the noise statements

in the MMAP.

The ENF (item G, page 9) says “according to the noise analysis (done for the

master plan) no significant increase in noise impact is expected from the proposed project
(to pave runway 12/30)”.

But, the master plan — despite the claims made in the ENF — actually says,

“Construction of this (12130 runway) project would ... significantly increase the noise

impacts along properties east and west of the airfield, such as along Taylor Road.” The



Is FAA employee silence unconscious?

Is FAA management unaware they are funding a “new ENF plan,~’ not the

approved (MMAP) plan?

Please be aware that your further failure to disclose what is going on will result in

further action on my part. My home and family have already been damaged by past

airport expansions. This safety/expansion will be worse. I must fight for our property
rghts and our right to peace and quiet.

Very tnily,

6~WuwL ~maiflirb
Richard Amann

13 Adams Drive

Stow, MA 01775

(508) 461-0079



ACTON BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES

MAY 24, 1993

i~11~M~ER,~ PRESENT:Bi.lJ Mclnnis (Chairman)

Cordelia Alfaro

James Barhato

Jonathan Bosworth

Mark Conoby

Peter Vallaincourt (Assoc.)

STAEE PRESENT Doug Halley (Health Director)

Rose Erdozaincy (Sanita nan)

0TH PRESEN~ Lisa Wolf

Susan Clarke

Carolyn Hottle

The meeting opened at 7:38 P.M.

REVIEW QIE MINUTES

Mr. Conohy moved to accept the minutes as written. Mr. Barbato seconded. The

motion was approved unanimously by the Board.



1&S MAIN STREET UPDATE

Mr. Halley reported to the Board that the conflict, regarding septic system

inspections at 188 Main Street, between ABC Cesspool & Raggs Inc., appears to have

been resolved. The owner of that property- has decided, based on both reports and to

make a viable sale, to design done and construct a new septic system.
-

MASSAGE PRACTITIONER APPLICATION: Carolyn Hottle

The Board reviewed Ms. Hottle’s Massage Practitioner’s Application and asked

applicable questions which Ms. Hottle answered to the Board’s satisfaction. Mr.

Conohy moved to grant a Massage Practitioner’s License to Ms. Hottle in accordance

with the application submitted. Mr. Barhato seconded. The motion was approved

unanimously by the Board.
-

SUSAN CLARK! ENH

Susan Clark, a representative from ENHALE. presented updated information

regarding indoor pollution. Ms. Clark stated that adaptivity of human beings to

chemical substances is questionable. The ri~kf benefit of technology/ pollution was

discussed. Ms. Clark had many points including:

The fallacy regarding dose relationship to toxicity of chemicals.

The focus on mortality reports rather than morbidity reports (morbidity being

difficult to document).

Cancer tracking consistently at the expense of other types of illnesses. The medical

community’s belief in being academically vigorous hut largely ignoring toxicology in

courses of classical training.

Ms. Clark explained the built in bias of Epidemiology, invisibility of toxins (one

asbestos fiber can cause cancer). People can not choose to breathe air, it is a necessity.

Multiple Chemical Sensitivity Syndrome - affects brain waves & in some individuals,



stiniitl~ition by smoke or tnl~iene. can cause seizures. Ms. Clark disseminated

literature. lists of environmentally responsible cleaning products. The Board asked

questions regarding her goals and thanked Ms. Clark for her presentation.

CITQQ HAZ-MAT PERMIT

Mr. Halley presented to the Board the details of the inspection which has been

conducted of the Citgo facility on Central St. A list of recommended conditions was

also presented to the Board. Secondary containment of the on site oil tanks was

disci.issed. The issue of existing empty tanks in the rear of the property was also

discussed. The Board stated that if there are no plans to use them in the immediate

future they should he removed, If they are to he placed in service they must be

checked for tightness and integrity prior to re-filling or re-use. The Board asked the

department to re-inspect the site in regards to storage of fuel vehicles over night. The

permit hearing will he re-scheduled after the additional information is developed.

Mr. Barhato moved to table the permit application. Mr. Conoby seconded. The Board

ii nanirnously approved the motion.

~ CASTLE DRlV~ VARIANCE

The applicants have requested the Board grant a variance for construction of a slab

within 10’ of an existing septic tank at 8 Castle Drive. The proposed distance will be

7’-4”. Mr. Halley noted that a similar variance had been granted previously by the

Board for construction at 4 Castle Drive. It was recommended that the septic tank be

pumped and the bottom elevation of the septic tank be verified and that the bottom

elevations of the proposed footings be no greater than 2’ above~ the bottom elevation

of the septic tank. Mr. Conoby moved to grant the variance with the recommended

conditions set by the Health Department. Ms. Alfaro seconded. The Board

unanimously approved the motion.



Dt~X CARE LICENSES

Mr. Hafley informed thew Board that they needed to determine on whether they

shnuld re-apply for designation as Day Care Jnspectors for the Town of Acton. The

Board determined that with the hiring of a full time nurse position, this designation

should continue. Mr. Bosworth moved to inform the Office for Children of the

Roard’s intent to continue to he the State’s desi~nn ted inspector for the Town of

Acton. Mr. Barhato seconded. The Board unanimously approved the motion.

Mr. Conohy moved to adjourn the meeting. Ms. Alfaro seconded. The Board

u ii animously approved the motion.

Respect In ily Submitted,

~gl~a~
Health Director

~~
William Mcinnis

Chairman



l4August 1993

Chairman, Board of Selectman

Town of Acton

Dear Nancy:

~ ckcidM ths~.ft~y home in Acton and move to South Carolina. Therefore please

(my resignation from the Board of Assessors and the Prison Advisory Comii~~
f~pect tobè ovuig in mid October and will continue to serve on the boards until that

time. It is with deep regret that I leave Acton and the many friends that Sally and I had

here but I need to get on with my life and think that I will be more comfortable in a

warmer climate. Thanks for everything.

Sincerely,

Harold R. Gordinier



ACTON PLANNING BOARD

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

ZONING BYLAW AMENDMENTS

The Acton Planning Board will hold a public hearing on Monday, September 13, 1993,
at 8:30 PM in ROOM 204 of the ACTON TOWN HALL, 472 Maui Street, Acton,
Massachusetts. The hearing will be on the following proposed amendments to the
Town of Acton Zoning Bylaw
Article 1 a) Amend Zoning Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

Village Residential District;
b) Amend Zonin~g Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

Residence 2 District;
c) Amend Zoning Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

West Acton Village District;
Article 2 a) Amend Section 3, Table of Principle Uses, WAV column;

b) Amend Section 3.5.5, Hotel, Inn or Motel;
Article 3 a) Amend Section 5.5.2, Maximum Floor Area of Establishments;

b) Add new Sections 5.5.1.1 & 5.5.5;
c) Amend Section 5, Table of Standard Dimensional Regulations, WAY

line;
Article 4 a) Amend Section 2.1, Classification of Districts, to add new Village

Residential District;
b) Amend Section 3, Table of Principal Uses, to add Village Residential

District;
c) Amend Section 3, Table of Principal Uses, to add footnotes;
d) Amend Section 5, Table of Standard Dimensional Regulations, to

add Village Residential District;
Article 5 Amend Section 6, Parking Standards, to add provisions for parking in

West Acton Village;
Article 6 Housekeeping Amendments to change references;
Article 7 Amend Section 10.4., Site Plan Special Permit, to add new sections

10.4.1, 10.4.1.1, 10.41.2, 10.4.3.9

Draft copies of the proposed amendments are available at the offices of the Planning
Board and Town Clerk m Town Hall.



cc.; ~

August 13, 1993

Dear Chief Elected Official:

12r* ~ (2~

Please find attached comments received to date on the Regional Transportation Plan. A copy of

the draft plan was mailed to you during the week of August 2nd. MAPC will produce a final

appendix of all comments shortly after the September 3rd comment deadline. Copies will be

available upon request at the MAPC Public Information Office.

Ifyou have comments on the Regional Transportation P!an please send them to:

Public Information Officer

Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place

Boston, MA 02111

(FAX) 617-482-7185

We encourage your participation.

~~Sincerely,

Executive Director

cc: MAPC Community Representatives (letter only)
Municipal Administrators and Managers (letter only)
MPO Agencies

METRoPoUTAN Ai~t PLANNING CouNCil..

60 Temple Place, 6th Floor, Boston, MA 02111

(617) 451-2770 • Fax (617) 482-7185

JoINT REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMITrEE

State Transportation Building, Room 2150,10 Park Plaza,

Boston, MA 02116 • (617) 973-7100 • Fax (617) 973-8855



JULY 27, 1993

452 MAIN ST.

ACTON MA 01720

I AM WRITING THIS LETTER TO EXPRESS AN OPINION ABOUT THE

TRAFFIC PATTERNS CURRENTLY BEING DISCUSSED FOR THE INTERSECTION

OF MAIN ST. (RTE 27), CONCORD RD. AND NEWTOWN RD.

I FEEL THAT A FOUR WAY STOP IS THE BEST SOLUTION. THERE

WILL BE NO NEED TO CHANGE THE NUMBER OF LANES FOUND ON THESE

ROADS. THE STOPS SIGNS WILL NOT DETRACT FROM THE HISTORICAL

AREA, AS SAY AN INTERSECTION WITH LIGHTS WOULD. THE FOUR WAY

STOP WILL ALSO SLOW SPEEDS REACHED ON 27 AND HOPEFULLY REDUCE

THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO USE THIS AS A COMMUTER ROUTE.

BEING A RESIDENT IN THE HISTORICAL AREA OF ACTON CENTER

THERE IS A NEED FOR SOMETHING TO BE DONE AT THIS INTERSECTION.

I DON’T KNOW THE NUMBERS, BUT THERE ARE A LOT OF ACCIDENTS AND

CLOSE CALLS IN THIS AREA. ANY TIME SPENT TO RESOLVE THIS PROBLEM

WOULD BE GREATLY APPRECIATED.

SINCERELY YOURS,

KRISTOPHER D. ELLICKS

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN



Jti2?i9~3

July 26, 1993

Board of Selectmen

Town of Acton

472 Main Street

Acton, MA 01720

RE: MBTA Commuter Parking Lot

Parking Space Allocation

Dear Board of Selectmen:

At the South Action MBTA Commuter Parking Lot at 7:25 this morning
there were 5-10 parking spaces left for non-Acton residents and 55-60 spaces
available for Acton residents. Last Friday morning at 7:30 the corresponding
numbers were 10-15 spaces remaining for non-residents and 50 available for

Acton residents.

Clearly, the allocation of parking spaces between residents and non-residents

needs to be adjusted. I’m surprised it hasn’t been done yet. Has no one

involved in the decision regarding how to allocate parking spaces been out

to the commuter parking lot to check their decision against reality

Sincerely,

Mary Anne Skinner

35 Swanson Court, D-33

Boxborough, MA 01719

(508) 263-1640 (H)

(617) 742-8575 (W)



WHAT DOES THIS MEAN FOR YOUR COMMIJNIIY?

Proposed new ridesharing regulations will impact your community! Elected officials and~,.
coimnumty administrators are urged to attend a bnefing by Commissioner Greenbauni~on %

this and other Clean Air Action Plan for Transportation Task FOrce findings on:

HOST COMMUNITY:

Mayor Mann & the City of Newton

Newton City Hall

1000 Commonwealth Avenue

Newton, MA

Task Force findings will be considered by the DEl’ State Implementation Plan (SIP)
Steering Committee for submittal to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on

November iS, 1993. MAPC will mail the Task Force findings to each community in

preparation for the meeting on Monday the 13th. Call Rachel Kuropatwa for more

information.

Edmund P. Tarallo., President William C. Constable, Vice-President

David C. Soule, Executive Director

Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place, Boston, Mass. 02111 617/451-2770 Pax 617/482-7185

Serving 101 cities and towns in metropolitan Boston

Attention Local Elected Officials, Administrators and

Managers

I State Briefing on Proposed New Ridesharing Regulations J

DATE:

TIME

PLACE:

Monday, September 13, 1993

9:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

Dianne M. Shea, Secreta~y Richard A. Easlor, Tr&zsurer

PNTEDONR~~k~PAP~



TOWN OF AC TON

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: 8/13/93

TO: Don P. Johnson, Town Manager

FROM: Dennis P. Ring, Engineering Assistant

SUBJECT: TRUCK EXCLUSION - WiLLOW ST.

We have reviewed the possibility of a truck exclusion on Willow Street as outlined in a

letter from Mr. George Olson of Stow. We have the following fmdings and

recommendations:

1. Section 1OA-9 of the Massachusetts Amendments to the Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) lists conditions and warrants for heavy
commercial vehicle exclusion (copy attached).

2. Although no alternative route was proposed, we would assume that truck traffic

from ActOn to Stow on Willow Street would be diverted south on Central Street to

Martin Street, to Stow Street, to South Acton Road in Stow, and vice versa for

traffic from Stow to Acton. This route would require written approval from the

Board of Selectmen.

3. In our opinion. Willow Street is adequately constructed for commercial traffic,
and the Central StfMartin St./Stow St. route is not a suitable alternative. Martin
Street is comparatively narrower than Willow Street and the geometry at the

intersection of Stow Street, Martin Street, Maple Street and Liberty Street is not

particularly well suited for an increase in truck traffic. We should also note that

the residents of Stow Street and Central Street will most likely object to this
alternate route, considering that their streets aheady carry a proportionate share

of commercial traffic.

4. An automated axle classification count was taken by this department from 8/3/93 to

8/5/93 to determine the percentage of heavy commercial vehicles. For an average
24 hour period, the counts indicated a volume of 5.9% of the vehicles were larger
than single unit type vehicles such as buses and oil delivery trucks. Although this
volume is within the specified range of 5%—8% to warrant an exclusion, Section
1OA.9 of the MUTCD also states that the volume must be causing substantial
reductions in capacity or safety on the road. In our opinion, no such reductions
exist, although we should note from our experiences that Willow Street would
benefit from radar enforcement of the posted speed limits.

5. Finally, we contacted Mr. William Wrigley, Town Administrator: in Stow, to see

what actions he planned to take on initiating an exclusion. His response was that

he had no plans to pursue an exclusion with the Massachusetts Highway
Department; At this time, I believe we can consider this a closed issue. However,
the Selectmen may wish to draft a letter to the Town of Stow and to the
Massachusetts Highway Department indicating disapproval of any exclusion or

alternate route within Acton.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please let me know.

cc: Mass. Hi~hway Dept.
Wm. Wrigley, Stow



I

I
..ction 1OA-9 Heavy Ccsm~rcial Vehicle E~cclusion

) A truck eXCL.~S IOn fran a ITunicipal way im~y be authorized provided a suitable

alternate route is available. The alternate route shall have an effective width

and paverrent structure which can safely acccxmxxiate the additional truck traf

fic. tn addition the alternate route nust flEet one of the foll~iing conditions:

1.. Lie wholly within the ccznm.inity making a~çlication,
2. Lie partially in an adjacent cami.mity but only on State Highway,

or 3. Lie partially in an adjacent camunity but have the adjacent ca~runity’s
written approval.

An engineering study, as outlined in the Data requested below, nust be made.

In addition, one or nore of the following may be sufficient justification for a

truck exclusion:

1. ~RRAN’rs

A. A vol~ut~ of heavy conrErcial vehicles, which usually is in the range of

five (5) to eight (8) percent, reduces the utilization of the facility
and is cause for a substantial reduction in capacity or safety.

B. The condition of the pavelEnt structure of the route to be excluded

indicates that further repeated heavy wheel loads will result in severe

deterioration of the roadway.

C. Notwithstanding the foregoing, in certain instances where land use is

prizriarily residential in nature and a nunicipality has requested an

exclusion only during hours of darkness, a specific night exclusion may
be granted.

2. DATA

Before the Depar~nt can consider an exclusion proçcsal, the following data

nust be sutrnittern by the nunicipality:

A. A ts~enty—four hour consecutive count of all vehicles using the subject
street. (If the exclusion is requested for only twalve hours, a t~lve—

hour count will süff ice.) The count shall be broken into one—half hour

intervals showing:

1. Cr~TI!Prcial vehicles with a carrying capacity over 24 tons

2. Ott~ vehicles

B. Map of ~-area, with the excluded street marked in red, the alternate

route in green.

C. Physical characteristics of exiuded and alternate streets inquestion,
i.e., length, width, type and condition of stir face and sidewalks.

D. Types of buildings or prpperty abutting Street (Residential, &isiness,
School, Playground, etc.).



TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

SITE CCDE: 000046 PAGE: 1

Location : POLE 461179 WILLOW ST. 5.8. FILE: C11L046

Counter I : 5000-4

Ooerator : D. RING DATE: 8/04/93

PLOT OF AXLE CLASSIFICATION DATA

FROM: 08/04/93 12:00 AM TO: 8/05/93 12:00 AM
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a
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*
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TOWN CF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

SITE CODg : 000047 PAGE:

Lccation : POLE 471 179 WILLOW ST. N.E. FILE: C—W1L041

Co~nter $ : 5000—2

Coer3tor D. RING DATE: 8/04/93

TOTAL CYCLES CARS 21 BUSES 2 A 3 1 4 A ( SA S A > 61 ( 61 6 A ) 61

CLASSIFIED + TRL LONG 6 TIRE SING SING DOUB DOUB DOUB MULTI MULTI MULTI

12:00AM 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1:00 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3:00 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

4:00 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

5:00 15 0 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6:00 71 2 51 14 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

7:00 149 1 129 14 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

8:00 139 1 113 19 1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

9:00 85 0 71 11 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10:00 79 0 62 10 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11:00 97 0 77 12 0 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

12:00PM 83 1 75 3 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

1:00 76 0 61 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2:00 83 0 68 11 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

3:00 91 2 73 14 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

4:00 111 0 99 13 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5:00 165 2 141 20 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

6:00 114 3 100 9 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7:00 74 0 67 7 0 0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0

8:00 36 0 31 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

9:00 30 0 28 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10:00 16 1 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 16 0 14 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DAY TOTAL 1544 13 1299 178 6
.

32 10 2 1 3 0 0 0 0

PER CENT OF TOTAL 0.8 84.1 11.5 0.4 c~.1 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

31



TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

SITE COD! : 000047 PAGE: 1

Location : POLE 411179 WILLOW ST. LB. FILE: C—V1L047

Counter 8: 5000-2

Onerator : D. RING DATE: 8/04/93

PLOT OF AXLE CLASSIFICATION DATA

--

FROM: 08/01/93 12:00 AM TO: 8/05/9) 12:00 AM
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TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

SITE CQDE : 000047 PAGE:

Location : POLE 471179 WILLOW ST. LB. FILE: C-VILOI7

Counter $ : 5000-2

Onerator :0. RING DATE: 8104193

PLOT OF AXLE CLASSIFICATION DATA

FROM: 08’04!93 12:00 AN TO: 8105/93 12:00 AM
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TOn OP ACTOR DEGIlUhIlO DIPALTUIT
SITE CODE : 000041

toefliou : POll UI 170 111141 $1. S.D.

tov.tip $ : 5000°l

Oosrstor :0. 1110

PAGE: 1
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TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPAP.~MENT

SITE CODE : 000046 PAGE: 1

Locaticn : POLE 461179 WILLOW ST. s.a. FILE: C—Vr&046

Counter $ : 5000—4

D. RING DATE: 8/04/93

PLOT OF AXLE CLASSIFICATION DATA

FROM: 08/04/93 12:00 AM TO: 8/05/93 12:00 kM

1400
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560 *
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a
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I I I I I I I I I I
I i I I I I I I I

CYCLES CARS 2 A BUSES 2 A 3k 4 A ( 5A S A ) 6A ( 6A 6 A ) 6k

+ TRL LONG 6 TIRE SING SING DOUB DOVE DOVE MULTI MULTI MULTI



TOWN OF ACTOR ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
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PEP.CENYOFTOTAL 0.8 84.1 11.5 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.1 O.2J 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SITE CODE 000047

LocatIon : POLE 471119 WILLOW ST. N.8.

~unter 8: 5000-2

ODer3t~r : D. RING

TIME TOTAL CYCLES CARS 2 A BUSES 2 A 3 A 4 A (51 5 A ) 61 (61 6 A ) 61

N CLASSIFIED + TRL LONG 6 TIRE SING SING DOUB DOUB DOUB MULTI MULTI MULTI

DATE: 8/04/93

12:00 AM

1:00

2:00

3:00

4:00

5:00

6:00

1:00

8:00

9:00

10:00

11:00

12:00 PM

1:00

2:00

3:00

4:00

5:00

6:00

7:00

8:00

9:00

10:00

3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0

2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

15 0 13 2 0 0 0 0

71 2 51 14 0 1 2 0

149 1 129 14 1 2 1 1

139 1 113 19 1 4 1 0

85 0 11 11 0 3 0 0

79 0 62 10 1 6 0 0

97 0 77 12 0 7 1 0

83 1 75 3 0 1 2 1

76 0 67 9 0 0 0 0

83 0 68 11 0 1 2 0

91 2 73 14 2 0 0 0

117 0 99 13 1 4 0 0

165 2 141 20 0 0 1 0

114 3’ 100 9 0 2 0 0

74 0 67 7 0 0 0 0

36 0 31 5 0 0 0 0

30 0 28 2 0 0 0 0

16 1 13 2 0 0 0 0

16 0 14 1 0 1 0 0

DAY TOTAL 1544 13 1299 178 2 1 3 0 0 0 0



TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

SITE CODE : 000047 PAGE: 1

Location : POLE 47 ~ 179 WILLOW ST. 8.8. FILE: C—W1L047

~cunter * : 5000—2

Ooerator : D. RING DATE: 8/04/93

PLOT OF AXLE CLASSIFICATION DATA

FROM: 08/01/93 12:00 AM TO: 8/05/93 12:00 AM
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ACTON BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES

MAY 10, 1993

MEMBERS PRESENT Bill Mclnnis (Chairman)

Corcielia Alfaro

Jonathan Bosworth

Mark Conohy

STAFF PRESENT Doug Halley (Health Director)

Mary Ellen Mayo (Nursing Administrator)

QIHER~ PRESENT Jean Worfolk (P.A.C.)

Ruth Porter (FANS)

Margaret Richter (FANS)

Dan Costello (FANS)

Rita Dolan (FANS)

Carol Gilbert (Fitchhnrg St.)

Rosie Berry (FANS)

The meeting opened at 7:45 P.M.

NURSING SERVICE DISCUSSION

Bill Mclnnis opened the meeting with brief introductions. Bill discussed the objectives

of the task group and the direction that has been given by the Board of Selectmen.

The participants discussed the need for a public health nursing service

(rcsponsiveness. quality control. personal. care. community involvement). Bill outlined



the schedule of a progress report by early July and a final report by September.

The group discussed developing information on an ideal Nursing Service. Comparing

the model agency with the reality agency was also discussed, along with how the

present agency can move towards the model goal. Bill stressed that the Nursing

Service can not have a deficit nor cost the taxpayers any money. Ms. Gilbert said that

if the Nursing Service is required to earn its own keep than it must be given more

financial independence.

Mr. Halley explained to the group the current status of the Nursing Service and the

issues revolving around employee and contractual status. Mr. Costello felt that the

town should take whatever action necessary to justify contractual labor. The need to

have a supervisor was also discussed. The group divided the study into 5 tasks as

ml lows:

A. Financial Plan

1)1.5 year plan

a) current status

* nominal case

* worst case

h) new structure

* preliminary

- nominal case

- worst case

* final

- nominal case

- worst case



Assigned to this group was Bill, Cordelia, Doug and Mary Ellen

B. Personnel Status

1) Current Status

2) Appropriate Classification

3) Contract vs employee

Assigned to this group was Mark, Dan, Doug, Mary Ellen and Don Johnson.

C. Organizational Plan

1) Comparison with other agencies

2) Comparison with other towns

3) Medicare constraints

a) current status

b) predicted status

Assigned to this group was Rita, Eleanor Voohries, Margery Burgress, Jim Barbato.

D. Benefit of Service

1) Current Benefits

a) affective

b) financial

2) Proposed Structure

a) affective

b) financial

Assigned to this group Rita, Jean, Margaret. Ruth. Rosie.



F. Community Assessment

1) Demographics

2) Fed/State Government

Assi2ned to this group wa~ Mary Ellen. Dniig.

The financial planning group agreed to meet again on May 24, 1993, at 6:30 P.M., in

room 126. The whole group agreed to meet again on June 1. 1993, at 7:30 in room 126.

At that time each group should have a working outline of the areas they have been

assigned and be in the process of filling in the outline. Mark Conoby moved to

adjourn the meeting. Jonathan Bosworth seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully Submitted,

Doug Ha lie

Health Director

William Mclnnis

Chairman



ACTON BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES

MAY 24, 1993

MEMi3J~R~ PRESENT:13j11 Mclnnis (Chairman)

Cordelia Alfaro

James Barhato

Jonathan Bosworth

Mark Conoby

Peter Vallaincourt (Assoc.)

STAFF PRESENT Doug Halley (Health Director)

Rose Erdozaincy (Sanitarian)

OTHERS PRESENT Lisa Wolf

Susan Clarke

Carolyn Hottle

The meeting opened at 7:38 P.M.

REVIEW QE MINUTES

Mr. Conohy moved to accept the minutes as written. Mr. Barbato seconded. The

motion was approved unanimously by the Board.



L~ MAIN STREET UPDATE

Mr. Halley reported to the Board that the conflict, regarding septic system

inspections at 188 Main Street, between ABC Cesspool & Raggs Inc., appears to have

been resolved. The owner of that property has decided, based on both reports and to

make a viable sale, to design done and construct a new septic system.

MASSAGE PRACTITIONER APPLICATION = Carolyn Hottle

The Board reviewed Ms. Hottle’s Massage Practitioner’s Application and asked

applicable questions which Ms. Hottle answered to the Board’s satisfaction. Mr.

Conohy moved to grant a Massage Practitioner’s License to Ms. Hottle in accordance

with the application submitted. Mr. Barhato seconded. The motion was approved

unanimously by the Board.

SUSAN CLARK ENHAL~

Susan Clark, a representative from ENHALE. presented updated information

regarding indoor pollution. Ms. Clark stated that adaptivity of human beings to

chemical substances is questionable. The risk/ benefit of technology/ pollution was

discussed. Ms. Clark had many points including:

The fallacy regarding dose relationship to toxicity of chemicals.

The focus on mortality reports rather than morbidity reports (morbidity being

difficult to document).

Cancer tracking consistently at the expense of other types of illnesses. The medical

community’s belief in being academically vigorous hut largely ignoring toxicology in

courses of classical training.

Ms. Clark explained the built in bias of Epidemiology, invisibility of toxins (one

asbestos fiber can cause cancer). People can not choose to breathe air, it is a necessity.

Multiple Chemical Sensitivity Syndrome - affects brain waves & in some individuals,



slinifflatjon by smoke or tohiene. can cause seizures. Ms. Clark disseminated

Liieran~re. lists of environmentally responsible cleaning products. The Board asked

questions regarding lie~r goals and thanked Ms. Clark for her presentation.

CITGO HAZ-MAT PERMIL

Mr. Halley presented to the Board the details of the inspection which has been

conducted of the Citgo facility on Central St. A list of recommended conditions was

also presented to the Board. Secondary containment of the on site oil tanks was

discussed. The issue of existing empty tanks in the rear of the property was also

discussed. The Board stated that if there are no plans to use them in the immediate

future they should he removed. If they are to be placed in service they must be

checked for tightness and integrity prior to re-filling or re-use. The Board asked the

department to re-inspect the site in regards to storage of fuel vehicles over night. The

permit hearing will he re-scheduled after the additional information is developed.

Mr. Barhato moved to table the permit application. Mr. Conoby seconded. The Board

u naninionsly approved the motion.

S ~A~TLE DRIVE VARIANCE:

The applicants have requested the Board grant a variance for construction of a slab

within 10’ of an existing septic tank at 8 Castle Drive. The proposed distance will be

7-4”. Mr. Halley noted that a similar variance had been granted previously by the

Board for construction at 4 Castle Drive. It was recommended that the septic tank be

pumped and the bottom elevation of the septic tank be verified and that the bottom

elevations of the proposed footings be no greater than 2’ above-the bottom elevation

of the septic tank. Mr. Conoby moved to grant the variance with the recommended

conditions set by the Health Department. Ms. Alfaro seconded. The Board

u nanimon sly approved the motion.



Jk~X CARE LICENSES

Mr. Halley informed thew Board that they needed to determine on whether they

shrn,ld re-apply for designation as Day Care Inspectors for the Town of Acton. The

Board determined that with the hiring of a full time nurse position, this designation

should continue. Mr. Bosworth moved to inform the Office for Children of the

flnard’s intent to continue to be the State’s desi~uatcd inspector for the Town of

Acton. Mr. Barhato seconded. The Board unaniiwuslv approved the motion.

Mr. Cnnohy moved to adjourn the meeting. Ms. Alfaro seconded. The Board

unanimously approved the motion.

Respectfu Ely Submitted.

~igi~a6
Health Director

William McInnis

Chairman



l4AugustI993

Chairman, Board of Selectman

Town ofActon

Dear Nancy:

I h 4~d~tn mhome in Acton and move to South Carolina. Therefore please
accept my resignation from the Board of Assessors and the Prison Advisory Comriui~)L
expect to e moving in mid October and will continue to serve on theboards until that

time. It is with deep regret that I leave Acton and the many friends that Sally and I had

herebutlneedtogetonwithmylifeandthinkthatlwillbeniorecomfortableina
wanner climate. Thanks for everything.

Sincerely,

•-Th

Harold R (3ordmier



ACTON PLANNING BOARD

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

ZONING BYLAW AMENDMENTS

The Acton Planning Board will hold a public hearing on Monday. September 13, 1993,
at 8:30 PM in ROOM 204 of the ACTON TOWN HALL, 472 Main Street, Acton.
Massachusetts. The hearing will be on the following proposed amendments to the

Town of Acton Zoning Bylaw:
Article 1 a) Amend Zomng Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

Village Residential District
b) Amend Zoning Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

Residence 2 District;
c) Amend Zoning Map to rezone certain parcels in West Acton to

West Acton Village District;
Article 2 a) Amend Section 3, Table of Principle Uses, WAY column;

b) Amend Section 3.5.5, Hotel, Inn or Motel;
Article 3 a) Amend Section 5.5.2, Maximum Floor Area of Establishments;

b) Add new Sections 5.5.1.1 & 5.5.5;
c) Amend Section 5, Table of Standard Dimensional Regulations, WAV

line;
Article 4 a) Amend Section 2.1, Classification of Districts, to add new Village

Residential District;
b) Amend Section 3, Table of Principal Uses, to add Village Residential

District;
c) Amend Section 3, Table of Principal Uses, to add footnotes;
d) Amend Section 5, Table of Standard Dimensional Regulations, to

add Village Residential District
Article 5 Amend Section 6, Parking Standards, to add provisions for parking in

West Acton Village;
Article 6 Housekeeping Amendments to change references;
Article 7 Amend Section 10.4., Site Plan Special Permit, to add new sections

10.4.1, 10.4.1.1. 10.4.1.2, 10.4.3.9

Draft copies of the proposed amendments are available at the offices of the Planning
Board and Town Clerk in Town Hall.
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August 13, 1993

Dear Chief Elected Official:

Please find attached comments received to date on the Regional Transportation Plan. A copy of

the draft plan was mailed to you during the week of August 2nd. MAPC will produce a final

appendix of all comments shortly after the September 3rd comment deadline. Copies will be

available upon request at the MAPC Public Information Office.

Ifyou have comments on the Regional Transportation Plan please send them to:

Public Information Officer

Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place

Boston, MA 02111

(FAX) 617-482-7185

We encourage your participation.

(Sncerely,

vidC.Soule

Executive Director

cc: MAPC Community Representatives (letter only)
Municipal Administrators and Managers (letter only)
MPO Agencies

MErI~oPoixr~ Ait~ PL.AJ.JNING Coui~cn. JoINT REGIONAL Tw~sPoRTAnoN COMMiTTEE

60 Temple Place, 6th floor, Boston, MA 02111 State TranspoTtation Building, Room 2150,10 Park Plaza.

(617) 451-V70 • Fax (617) 482-7185 Boston, MA 02116 • (617) 973-7100 • Fax (617) 973-8855



JULY 27, 1993

452 MAIN ST.

ACTON MA 01720

I AM WRITING THIS LETTER TO EXPRESS AN OPINION ABOUT THE

TRAFFIC PATTERNS CURRENTLY BEING DISCUSSED FOR THE INTERSECTION

OF MAIN ST. (RTE 27), CONCORD RD. AND NEWTOWN RD.

I FEEL THAT A FOUR WAY STOP IS THE BEST SOLUTION. THERE

WILL BE NO NEED TO CHANGE THE NUMBER OF LANES FOUND ON THESE

ROADS. THE STOPS SIGNS WILL NOT DETRACT FROM THE HISTORICAL

AREA, AS SAY AN INTERSECTION WITH LIGHTS WOULD. THE FOUR WAY

STOP WILL ALSO SLOW SPEEDS REACHED ON 27 AND HOPEFULLY REDUCE

THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO USE THIS AS A COMMUTER ROUTE.

BEING A RESIDENT IN THE HISTORICAL AREA OF ACTON CENTER

THERE IS A NEED FOR SOMETHING TO BE DONE AT THIS INTERSECTION.

I DON’T KNOW THE NUMBERS, BUT THERE ARE A LOT OF ACCIDENTS AND

CLOSE CALLS IN THIS AREA. ANY TIME SPENT TO RESOLVE THIS PROBLEM

WOULD BE GREATLY APPRECIATED.

SINCERELY YOURS,

KRISTOPHER D. ELLICKS

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN
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20 West Street, Boston, MA 02111-1218

(617) 542-3602 FAX: (617) 426-4344

TOD (617) 556-4095

Special Notice oflnzportwzt Seminar
on the new Education Re/brmAct! -

TO: Selectmen, Town Managers, Mayors
and other municipal officials

FROM~ Monica Lawton

Massachusetts Bar Association

Education Director

As you know, the new Education Reform Act is about to change public education
in Massachusetts in dramatic ways.

If you haven’t yet had an opportunity to learn the details of the new law, or if you
still have unanswered questions, you may want to attend our 3-hour seminar on

September 9 —just in time for the start of the new school year.

We have assembled a panel of lawyers, educators and municipal representatives
who know the law inside and out and will explain key provisions as well as plans
for implementation. You’ll get information that will be important for you to have

at your fingertips in your role as a municipal official.

Registration for non-lawyers and members of the Massachusetts Municipal
Association is discounted to just $35 and will include written materials as well as

the seminar itself.

The seminar is open to anyone who needs to know about this major new law and

we encourage you to invite other city or town officials who might be interested. If

you would like additional copies of the brochure, please give us a call — we’d be

happy to send them to you!

We hope you will be able to join us at the Newton Marriott on September 9.

a

P.S.. Seating is limited so we encourage you to send your registration
as quickly as possible. You may register by mail using check or

purchase order, or by telephone using credit card. If you have

questions, please call us at (617) 542-3602, ext. 313.
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Directions

Marriott Hotel, Newton
Commonwealth Ave. at Rt. 128 and the

Massachusetts Turnpike

From Boston:

Take the Massachusetts Turnpike to the Route 128

exit. After the tollgate, take Route 128 North to Exit

24/Rte 30 towards Newton.

Traveling North on Route 128:

Take Exit 24/Route 30.

South on Route 128:

Take Exit 24/Route 30 East Newton

East on the Massachusetts Turnpike:
Take Exit 14 to Route 128 North; Exit 24 to Route 30

West on the Massachusetts Turnpike:
Take Exit 15 to Route 128 North; Exit 24 to Route 30

Coming Soon!~

0

0~
~

—q The Education

Reform Act

of 1993

A seminar co-sponsored by
The Massachusetts Bar Association’s

Public Law Section and

The City Solicitors and Town Counsel

Association

Thursday, September 9, 1993

400—700pm
Marriott Hotel, Newton

M:A
•~7~’t~k ~.

Watch for information on these upcoming
seminars:

• How to Deal with Local Boards

• Privatizafion of Public Works

• Recent Developments in

Nonconforming Uses of Real Estate

For further information, please call the MBA Educa

tion Office at (617) 542-3602, ext.Sr 313.



The Education Reform Act of 1993 makes sweeping
changes in the delivery of educational services in

Massachusetts. With the new school year about to

begin, it’s important to understand the changes and
be ready for implementation.

At this seminar you will get an overview of the new

law as well as details on key provisions. The panel
of educators and legal experts will describe the

changes in the governance of local school systems;
changes in state and local financing of education;

changes in personnel practices as well as collective

bargaining procedures; and changes in school dis

trict accountability and policy making responsibili
ties

You will get answers to key questions such as:

• What are the new rules on hiring school district

personnel?
• How does the law change the role of the school

principal?
• How will collective bargaining differ from the past?
• What are the requirements for school personnel

certification?

• How must school districts handle professional
development?

• What is the regulatory framework of the Department of
Education?

• What is the school funding formula and the

“maintenance of effort” requirement?

Asan attorney,you willgetpractical advice foryour
clients on how to implement this very complex law.

As a school official, you will learn what changes are

necessary to comply with the law in 1993-94 and

what educational initiatives must be introduced in

subsequent school years.

Naomi R. Stonberg, Esq.
L~w Offices of Naomi R. Stonberg, Wellesley

Speakers

Geoffrey C. Beckwith

Executive Director, Massachusetts Municipal
Association, Boston

Ann Clarke, Esq.
General Counsel

Massachusetts Teachers Association, Boston

Peter R. Finn

Executive Director, Massachusetts Association

of School Superintendents, Boston

Edward Moscovitch

Economist

Cape Ann Economics, Rockport

Rhoda E. Schneider, Esq.
General Counsel

Massachusetts Department of Education, Quincy

William C. Skulley Jr.., Esq.
Chairman

Wakefield School Committee, Wakefield

Co-sponsored by

The Massachusetts Bar Association’s

Public Law Section and

The City Solicitors and Town Counsel Association

city a state £ zip+4 a

phones £ MBA memberS a

ADVANCE REGISTRATION

_$20.00 Law students, paralegals (MBA members

only; non-MBA members add $10)

$35.00 Public Law Section m~nbers

_$35.00 City Solicitors & Town Counsel Association

members

$45.00 Other MBA members

$65.00 Non-MBA members (lawyers)
$35.00 School officials, MMA members and

non-lawyers
REGISTRATION AT ThE DOOR: Add $5

PLEASE NOTE:

• To ensure a seat and materials, please register in

advance! Seats at the door are first-come, first-served.

• You may register by mail using check or credit card, or

by fax or phone using MC or VISA(minimum charge $25).

• If you cancel by Sept. 7, you will receive a full refund.

Otherwise, we will mail you the seminar materials.

• Need assistance? Please notify the MBA Education

Office at (617) 542-3602, ext. 312 or 313, if you have a

disability that requires special accommodation.

ENCLOSE CHECK, payable to the MBA or

CHARGE T0 ID Visa ID MasterCard

Acct. #

Exp. Date

Signature

CLIP & RETURN TO: Education Office, Massachusetts

Bar Association, 20 West Street, Boston, MA 0211l-12~l8

QUESTIONS? Please call the Education Office at (617).

542-3602,ext.312or313 ,.

Ion

Registration .~,p,

rm
The Education Reform Act of 1993

~Thureday,Septemb.r 9... 4:00 - 7:00 p.m.

Moderator

name a

firm a

ad&ess a

.



Joint Boards of Selectmen FT P~ie~~

Ayer • Harvard • Lancaster • Shirley Working for Ft. Devens’ Future
Base Reuse Community Resource Center
Fort .Devens, Antietam Street, Building P.5

-

P.O. Box 350, Ayer, MA 01432-0350

(508) 772-6340 Fax (508) 772-7577

*1MPORTANT*

MEMORANDUM

TO: Regional Communities

DATE: August 1 7, 1993

RE: Ft. Devens Reuse Plan-Monthly Planning Workshops

As members of the local region what happens to Ft. Devens effects you and

the people in your towns and cities. If you think that the closure of the base will

not have its impact on your area, think again. Please read the enclosed literature and

make this information ava~able to the citizens and officials in your area. Every person
in the region has an obligation to get involved and help develop a Reuse Plan. If you have

any questions or if there is anything we can help you with, do not hesitate to give the

REUSE CENTER a call.



Welcome.

to the first issue of the Ft. Devens Reuse Update, a

monthly highlight of progress and upcoming events

to convert Ft. Devens to successful civilian use. We

hope this will help to keep you up to speed with

rapidly developing plans for the base. Please send

along any suggestions you may have for future

editions. If you are not on our mailing list and would

like to receive this and other notices, please call or

write the Ft. Devens Reuse Center, or better yet drop
by and visit Monday-Friday from &00 am to 5:00 pm.

South Post Preservation

Effort Moves Forward

Following an enthusiastic crowded meeting held by
Lancaster Selectmen in July, the Joint Boards of

Selctmen has joined, forces ith th! Nashua River.

Watershed Association, Citizens for the OxBpw,~
Refuge Expansion, theNaflon~1 Fish and Wildlife.

Foundation and leading national environmental

organizations to seek Congressional action to protect
the natural habitat of Ft. Devens’ 4,600 acre South

Post training area should the Army ever decide to

surplus the property. A study conducted by the US.

Fish and Wildlife Agency last year indicated

significant wetlands and potential endangered
species habitats on the South Post which are unique
to our region. We will be working closely with

Congressmen Meehan, Olver and Blute as well as

Senators Kennedy and Kerzy on this important effort.

If you would like to help, call the Reuse Center or

Joan Allen at the Nashua River Watershed

Assodation (508) 448-0299. S

Ft. Devens Commissary to Stay
Open Under DOD Pilot Program

The 92,000 military retirees in New England who

depend on Ft. Devens for benefits and services

received good news this week when Senator Kennedy
announced approval by the Senate Armed Services

Committee of a pilot program to keep the Ft Devens

Commissary open after the base doses in 1995. The

new 80,000 square foot Commissary, completed just in

1991, currently has 83 employees and is very popular
with local and regional retirees. We will keep you
posted with details of the pilot project as they are

developed.

Devens Under Consideration for

Defense Finance &, Accounting

At the direction of Secretary pf~)efense Aspinc
Base Realignment and ~Closure military
installations such as Ft. Devens are being
considered for siting of 5-15 Defense Finance and

Accounting System (DFAS) facilities that will

each employ between 1,000-4,000 people. Ft.

Devens, which has a small DFAS facility already
on post, has been asked by the Department of

Defense to submit information’ about buildings
suitable for DFAS use. The Joint Boards of

Selectmen decided in July that its first priority
was to secure a site for Massachusétts~ With

DOD’s new site selection ntena,~Ftp,~ve~s may
have a better shot this time arbund Over 2,000
DOD cr~nhan positions at D~iir~threàt~ed
by the base closure

Prison Med Center Leaps ~Ahead

$ & Environmental Work’~o,i~ Fast-Track
The future Devens Federal Pusan M~kâl.Cö~plex
moved two steps closer to reality this month as~ the

House and Senate approved
-

over~ $72 .million, for

construction in the next fiscal year. budget and the

Bureau of Prisons starte& work the--required
environmental reviews. Development of~ the: first

phase, reuse of the existing Cutler Army hospital
will get underway in 1994. The. Center:wiil offer.

between 350-500 new jobs for the hard hit north

central Massachusetts region and over. 1,000
construcfion jobs.

VICL5BURG SQUARE HISTORIC~

&A S~f



At its August meeting, the Joint Boards of Selectmen

revamped its two year old base reuse effort to better

meet the many demands and opportunities faced by
the host communities. Numerous committees and

working groups formed over time were consolidated

into four main committees:

• Development
• Reuse Planning
• Environment

• South Post/OxBow Refuge

Sub-committees include Federal Prison, Geographic
Information System, EnviroTech Center and Moore

Airfield. The Joint Planning Boards and other town

boards will continue to have a significant role in all

aspects of the reuse effort. If you are interested in

joining a committee, please call the Ft Devens Reuse

Center.

After months of planning and research, the Reuse

Centers Geographic Information System (GIS) is up
and running, and is already being used by host

community public safety officials and other

departments to find more cost effective ways to

deliver municipal services. Funded by the MA

Executive Office of Communities and Development,
the Office of Economic Adjustment of the Dept. of

Defense and the towns, the GIS will also play a vital

role in assisting local and state planners to develop
models for reuse of Ft. Devens and to forge local

economic development efforts. The system is

available for use by all town boards and agencies.

Academics, industry leaders, environmentalists and

state and local officials have been holding regular
meetings throughout the summer to develop plans for

an Environmental Technology and Training Center at

Devens. Conceived at the Ft Devens Charrette last

spring, the Envirolech Center would assi~t
researchers and industry to develop new

environmental technologies and provide training
opportunities to meet the demand of the fast growing
environmental industry in New England. Early work
has sparked the interest of four companies which are

looking at developing new technology demonstrations

at Devens. Call the Reuse Center for the next meeting
date.

Army, State and Towns

Working Together
Environmental Impact Statement

In order to avoid costly delays and legal challenges
encountered at other closed military bases, the Army,
state and host communities have forged a partnership
committing the different levels of government to work

to’~~th~r at evé~ st~of pr~p~,rJtion~
Environmental Impact Statement required for base’

dosure. The agreement provides the-tdianswith

timely access to environmental data and analysis as

it is developed by the Army Corps of Engineers. The

towns and the state have agreed to assist the Army
by providing information about the region and in

accelerating review of documents. Completion of the

EIS is scheduled for June of 1995 with state

environmental review following several months

later.

Selectmen

Devens

Re-organize
Reuse Effort

Devens

Concept

Envirolech Center

Begins to Snowball

i I

a

N

Reuse Center GIS

Helps .to.~AnaIyze~ Munlcipal:7~
Service Issues

:. ~O~hi~j
~

Mark your calendars for five upcoming
monthly workshops to develop the.~ Ft.

Devéns Reuse Plan: !‘“~ ~ n~

August 26 ~

September 23
•

‘ October 28

November 18
.

December 16

Thursday afternoons and evenings from 1-5:00

pm and 6-10:00 pm at the Ft. Devens Officers &

Enlisted Club. Call the Reuse Center for more

information at (508) 772-6340.

I



FT. DEVENS REUSE CALENDAR
August 11, 1993

AUGUST/OCTOBER 1993

Tuesday Aug. 17, 1993 JOINT PLANNING BOARDS

Hildreth House, Harvard 7:30 pm

Working meeting of host community Planning Boards and interested citizens.

Thursday Aug. 26,1993 REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOP

Ft Devens Officers aub 1-5:00 pm and 6-10:00 pm
First of a series of monthly workshops to develop a Ft. Devens Re~ise Plan. This workshop will focus on

th~ physicaI~opportunities and constraints, including facilities available for reuse, environmental and

infrastructure issues, and -ideas from other militaiy bases. Please mark your calendar and plan to

participate

Thursday Sept. 2, 1993 MEPA CITiZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MTG

Ft. Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm

Monthly meeting of Citizen Advisory Committee for the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA)
review of Devens reuse plans.

Thursdãy Sept. 9, 1993k -~ JOINT BOARDS OF SELECTMEN MEETING
-

Ft.
-

Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm
-

-~ Moijthly meeting of Selectmen of Ft. Devens host communities of Ayer, Haivard, Lancaster and Shirley.
Area residents, interested parties and regional representatives encouraged to attend. Agenda available

from Ft. Devens Reuse Center and Towns Halls one week prior to meeting.

- ~,Thurs~ay Sept. 23~ ~1 993~ ~. .. •.. REU$E PLANNING WORKSHOP
-

Ft Devéflé Officers ~ ~ ~1~5~O0~rfl and 6-10:00 pm
-

Second of a series of monthly workshops to develop a Ft. Devens Reuse Plan. This workshop will focus on

private and public market opportunities, and determining ranges of possible uses for areas of the base.

Please mark your calendar and plan to participate

Thursday Oct. 7, 1993..
~.

- SUPERFUND. TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE

Buifding 2602, Ft. Devens
. .

1:30 pm

Quarterly meeting of Ft Devens Superfund clean-up review committee to discuss latest findings of Army
investigations and proposed remediation plans.

Thursday Oct. 7, 1993 MEPA CI77ZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MTG

Ft. Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm

Monthly meeting of Citizen Advisory Committee for the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA)
review of Devens reuse plans.

Thursday Oct. 14, 1993
-

JOINT BOARDS OF SELECTMEN MEETING
Ft. Devens Reuse Center...

. .

7:00 pm- -

Monthly meetng of Selectmen of Ft. Devens host communities of Ayer, Harvard, Lancaster and Shirley.
Area residents, interested parties and regional representatives encouraged to attend. Agenda available

from Ft. Devens Reuse Center and Town Halls one week prior to meeting.

Thursday Oct. 28, 1993 REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOP
Ft. Devens Officers Club 1-5:00 pm and 6-10:00 pm
Third of a series of monthly workshops to develop a Ft. Devens Reuse Plan. This workshop will focus on

developing reuse alternative plans for the Main and North posts.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, please contact Ft. Devens Reuse Center at (508) 772-6340.



FT. DEVENS REUSE

1~1~~

An Invitation for you to decide Ft. Devens’ future!

We need your Ideas, energy and participation for

five monthly workshops starting August 26 to

develop the Ft. DevensReusePIan.

A partnership effort of the

Ft. Devens Host Communities

Ayer • Harvard . Lancaster~• ShirIey~

& the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts

Massachusetts~ Bank~r~
~

Ft. Devens Reuse Center
Aver . Harvard • Lancaster Shirley

Bldg. P.5, Antletam Street, Ft. Devens

P.O. Box 350, Ayer, MA 01432.0350

Shirley, MA 01464

Permit #24

¶ ¶~ - ~ ~ ~-~$ .t~2_ ~~

~ ~‘i~ ~

~.~--- Lj~~’~ -~

~ ~
- ~-

—

r~ ~ ~~

Working Together for Ft. Devens’ Future

Dated Material Enclosed!



FT. DEVENS REUSE,

VOLUNTEER OPPORTUNiTiES

If you have a special skill or interest, have a few hours a week or month, and

care about the future of Ft. Devens, volunteer to assist with the reuse

- effort. The Ft. Devens Reuse Center needs volunteers to work on special
projects, assist Center staff and, participate on working groups and.
committees

I~.. ~. ~.

~

Special projects Include research of environmental protection and cleah-up~~’
issues, putting together audio/visual preset ns, writing fact sheets,’~

grant applications and flyers, financial an-
‘

I a wide range of othér

needs we~ haven’t been able to tackle yet.
-

-

need help to build’and,.
maintain our database of information’ abc ~, set-up meetings, cr~ate-~

mailing lists and respond to Inquines an’ 3 Parties interested in

locating at Devens need assistance~ --. Information packets ând

developing viable propo--’ •-. -•

Working groups have t ___...3, inclLn

—~

-.

f
. -

~. Federal
—.

I

• Reuse Development

if you would like to ~et mv

volunteer coordinator, Marge ~

(open M-F 8:00 AM - 5:00 r~ -;

Help us build a successful reuse

Nan~

OrgaL..~..
.

•-~‘

.
Jes -

:Address
.

-

-

. Mail to: Ft.u... tens Reuse Center
-

P.O. Box 350
-

‘

Telephone

Interest Area(s)
-

-~

-

: ..
— Ayer MA Oi432~.

~‘

~: ~.



Ft. Devens Reuse Center
Ayer • Harvard • Lancaster • Shirley Working Together for Ft. 0.vans’ Future

Bldg. P.5, Antletam Street, Ft. Devena

P.O. Box 350,’ Ay.r, MA 01432-0350 ‘~ ,“,
~‘

,~

(508) 772-6340 Fax (508) 772-7577
“ ‘ “‘

FT. DEVENS REUSE CENTER INFORMATIoN - -~

The Ft. Devens Reuse Center is the focai point for local and state effoi€i ~o crè ej,~’~ Ft ~ when the

U.S. Army closes the base in 1 995~. The Center was established in the %t~mi~hér of 1992 by the Joint Boards
of Selectmen of the Ft. Devens host communities of Ayer, Harvard, Lancaster and Shirley, and is open to all
parties interested in reuse of the base.. ~The Center serves as an infprmation data bank, meeting place and

educational resource for base reuse planning, environmental ieviêws, Superfund clean-up, and reuse

development. The Center is funded by the Ft. Devens 1~oSt commUnities, the Office of Economic Adjustment
of the Dept of Defense, the US Army, and the W- )vemment L~’~

.

Monday- ~

• :~

• Hazardous Waste Superfund Cleàn4ap ‘

• MA Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) and National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) Environmental Reviews for Base Reuse ~“~~ 4,.9 ~ ~“ ‘

• Base Reuse Planning Status & Public Participatióii ~. ~. ~ ..;

• Proposed Reuse Projects, Business & Development Opportuniti~s
• Handouts, Videos & Minutes of Workshops and Meetings
• Building & lnfrastructi.we Information

• Press clippings on
~- - —

-~ --. -

• Planning, Dev€’

o Geograph!c Ii

•
Land Use Plann..

Reuse Planning Meetings & Wor

The Centers
of issues related t

- -

• ~ Joint Boards àf SelecL.....’i, i-i.
~.~ .

.....t Comn.......
•

‘

~ MEPA Citizens Advisory Committee
~ Reuse Planning & Development Working Committees

Also Available ,

Calendar of upcoming workshops, meetings and public comment penod deadIines~~
Monthly update newsletter (Call, write.or stopbyto get on our mailing list)~

___________

-

‘



FT. DEVENS REUSE CENTER

Announces

~

to develop a

FT. DEVENS REUS.E PLAN

• Open to everyone interested in Ft. Deven’s future

• Participants will shape what is to become of the base

• Working sessions designed to put you in the driver’s seat

If you can set-aside five days over the next five months to determine

the fate of Ft Devens, please plan to attend these workshops’

Thursday afternoons and eveninds from 1-5 Ob PM

and 6-10:00 PM on the following
.

dates:.

August 26 November 18

September 23 December 16

October 28

at the

Ft. Devens Officers/Enlisted Club

-

Sherman Avenue, Ft Devens, MA

Sponsored By:

Ft. Devens Host Communities

Ayer • Harvard • Lancaster • Shirley

& the Massachusetts Government Land Bank

with funding from the

Office of Economic Adjustment, U.S. Dept. of Defense



FT. DEVENS REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOPS

Who Should Attend?

Residents of the Ft. Devens host communities and surrounding region, business owners, managers and

employees of firms affected by the Ft. Devens closure and reuse, Ft. Devens employees, agencies,
organizations and firms interested in locating at the new Ft. Devens, local, regional, state and federal

officials involved in closure and reuse should all plan to attend. Participants are welcome to attend any

workshop or part of a workshop, but each workshop will build on the last one so try to attend all five.

What Is a Preliminary Reuse Plan?

By the end of this year we hope to have built consensus around a preliminary reuse plan that will

indicate what types of reuse and development should occur on different parts of Ft. Devens. Experience
at other bases emphasizes the need to get all interested parties to work together to develop a plan we can

all support. If we can reach consensus on a preliminary plan through these workshops, we will be

farther ahead than most base closure communities and ready to tackle the challenge of Ft. Devens’

closure. The schedule calls for completion of a preliminary plan by the end of this year, to be followed

in 1994 by development of a detailed plan and Town Meeting approvals in late 1994 or early 1995. Ft.

Devens will close in late 1995.

Registration & Briefing Materials

Registration is not required for the workshops and there is no charge or fee. However, if you would

like to receive a package of briefing materials prior to each workshop, please visit the Ft. Devens Reuse

Center or call us at (508) 772-6340, Monday-Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM, and ask to be put on the

Reuse Planning Workshop participant list. Briefing materials will also be available at each workshop
~and atthe Reuse Centetoneweek.prior...~~ ~ ~ ~-:

~ ‘~ ~ F

Workshop Leaders’

A nationally acclaimed technical planning consultant team, selected jointly by the host communities and

the state, will conduct the workshops and prepare briefing materials and supporting data. The team

includes: EDAW, Inc., a Virginia based land planning firm experienced in military base reuse and large
scale development plans; Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., a Watertown, MA, based environmental

planning and engineering firm; RKG Associates, Inc., one of the most experienced military base reuse

market analysis and development firms in the country; Cecil & Rizvi, Inc., a Boston based architectural

firm specializing in innovative building reuse; SAR Engineering, Inc., a mechanical and electrical

systems engineering company; Meredith & Grew, Inc., one of the most experienced full service market

research and brokerage firms in New England; Haley & Aldrich, Inc., hazardous waste and geotechnical
specialists; Foley Hoag & Eliot law firm; and, John Lynch, former Deputy Director of the Office of

-Economic Adjustment and~an expert on~successfuIbase reuse.. This team was selected because of their

relevant experience and their commitment to workin~g*ith us to bUild consensus for reuse.

Directions to the Ft. Devens Officers/Enlisted Club

From the Verbeck Gate at W. Main Street go straight on Sherman Avenue, take third left into Officers

Club parking lot From Jackson Gate at Route 2 proceed straight on Jackson Road until end, turn left

onto Givry Street and an immediate right onto Sherman Avenue. Proceed on Sherman Avenue to sign on

right for Officers Club (at Parade Ground Flag Pole).

For additional Information about the Reuse Planning Workshops or any other Ft. Devens reuse

issue, please contact the:

Ft. Devens Reuse Center

Building P-5, Antietam Street, Ft. Devens

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 350, Ayer, MA 01432-0350

(508) 772-6340 Fax (508) 772-7577
8/1 1/93
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Metropolitan Area Planning Council

60 Temple Place, Boston, Mass. 02111 617/451-2770 Fax 617/482-7185

Serving 101 cities and towns in metropolitan Boston

AUG (9 933

August 16, 1993

Dear Chief Elected Official:

The MAPC Metropolitan Data Center has recently compiled a set of 1990 census

profiles for all 101 MAPC communities. These profiles include data from Summary Tape
File 3, which is from the sample count of the 1990 U.S. Census. The data in these profiles
are valuable to your community, because they can be used in your local planning projects,
in designing service delivery programs and to qualify for the program needs of state and

federal grants. Also, since they are from the U.S. Census, these data are only available

every ten years.

This new profile set (which also contains profiles of the eight MAPC subregions,
the MAPC region as a whole, the state of Massachusetts and the United States) is the

second set of 1990 census community profiles produced by the Data Center. The first set,

produced last year and available from the Data Center, contains basic population and

housing data from Summary Tape File 1, which is from the 100% count of the 1990 US

Census. In addition to these profile sets, the Data Center offers a wide variety of other

data products and services, including population, household and employment forecasts, an

inventory of vacant commercial and industrial properties in the region and electronic

mapping capabilities.

Enclosed for your reference is a copy of the profile for your community and

subregionas well as for the MAPC region as a whole. We hope that you find these

profiles useful. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Doug
Carnahan or Jay Buhr at MAPC.

cc: MAPC Community Representative
Planning/Community Development Director

Edmund P. Tarallo, President William C. Constable, Vice-Presideni Dianne M. Shea, Secretary Richard A. Easier, Treasurer

David C. Soule, Executive Director

Executive Director

PRINThD ON R5C’~tLED PAP~



Metropolitan AreaPlanning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, Massachusetts 02111 617/451-2770

(8/93) 1990 Census of Population and Housing
Social and Economic Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

Community: AC1~ON

MAPC Subregion: Minuteman Advisory Group on Interlocal Coordination

Household Income (1989 S’s)
Less than $5,000

$5,000 to $9,999

$10,000 to $14,999

$15,000 to $24,999

$25,000 to $34,999

535,000 to $49,999

$50,000 to $74,999

$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 or more

Median Household Income

Median Family Income

Per Capita Income

Employed Residents per HH

Income Type (1989 5’s)

Wages and salaries

Nonfann self.employment
Farm self-employment
Social Security
Public assistance

Retirement

Poverty Status

Persons Below Poverty

All persons

Under 18 years

18 to 64 years

65 years and over

Unrelated individuals

Families Below Poverty

All families

With children

Female householder

Language Spoken at Home

Persons S years end over

Speak a language other than English
Do not speak English “vely well”

72

213

128

533

703

995

1,405

1,152

1,060
313

$61,394

$70,564

$25,792
1.55

Number of

Honsebolds

5,914

1,209

53

872

129

724

92 1.91%

74 2.92%

62 11.07%

16,629

1,644
494

Educational Attainment

Persons 25 years .nd over

Less than 9th grade
9th to 12th grade, no diploma
High school graduate
Some college, no degree
Associate degree
Bachelor’s degree
Graduate or professional degree

Disability of Civilian

Noninstitutlonalized Persons

Persons 16 to 64 years

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a work disability
Persons 65 years end over

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a work disability

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Drove alone

Incarpools
Using public transportation
Using other means

Walked or worked at home

Mean travel tune to work (minutes)

Vehicles Available

Occupied housing wilti

None

One

Two

Three or more

11,870

186

408

1,671

1,674

880

4,057

2,994

12,7 18

159

432

1,063

231

375

10,089

84.25%

7.54%

3.55%

0.78%

3.88%

25.28

6,600

221

1,843

3,326

1,210

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

METROPOUTAN DATA CENTER
A Service cf She Metropolitan Area Plannmg Cowwil

Households 6,574 FamIlies 4,827

Subfamily Type and Presence and Age of Children

Mariled-couple subfamily

With own children under 18y~ 9

No own children under 18y~ 24

Mother-child subfamily 18

Father-child sub~mily 9

Mean

Income

$63,889

$22,508

$3,272

$8,601

$4,198

$13,688

Percent

2.27%

3.34%

1.72%

4.14%

5.81%

Number

403

148

211

44

135



(8/93)

Metropolitan Area Planning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, Massachusetts 02111 617/451-2770

1990 Census of Population and Housing
Selected Housing and Labor Force Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

Community: ACTON

MAJ’C Subregion: Minuteman Advisory Group on Interlocal Coordination

Year Structure Built

Total Housing Units

1980 to March 1990

1970 to 1979

1960 to 1969

l95Oto 1959

1940 to 1949

1939 or earlier

Housing Quality
Lacking complete plumbing facilities

Lacking complete kitchen facilities

Sewage Disposal
Public sewer

Septic tank

Other means

Total Condominium Units

Renter-Occupied
O~ier-Occupied
Vacant 76

Tenure By Year Householder Moved Into Unit

1980 to March 1990

1970to 1979

1960 to 1969

1959 or earlier

Tenure By Number of Bedrooms

No bedroom

1 bedroom

2 bedrooms

3 bedrooms

4 bedrooms

5 or more bedrooms

Gross Rent as a % of 1989 Household Income

Renter-occupied housing unIts 1,931
Less than 20 percent 602

2oto24pescent 328

25 to 29 percent 258

3oto34percent 212

35percentormore 478

Not computed 53

Owner Costs as a % of 1989 Household Income

Owner-occupied housing wilts 3,906

Lessthan2opercent 1,959

20to24percent 635

25to29pcrcent 396

30to34percent 264

35 percent ormore 636

Not computed 16

Selected Median Monthly Shelter Costs

housing units -

With amortgage $1,345
Not mortgaged $401

Median gross rent $733

Occupation
Employed Persons 16 years and over

Executive, Administrative, Managerial
Professional Specialty
Technicians and Related Support
Sales

Administrative Support, including Clencal

Private Household

Protective Service

Service, except Protective and Household

Fanning, Forestry, Fishing
Precision Production, Craft, Repair
Machine Operators, Assemblers, Inspectors
Transportation and Material Moving
Handlers, Equipment Cleaners, Helpers,
Laborers

• A subfamily is a married couple or single parent with children living in a household and related to the householder or the householdef’s spouse.

Subfamihes are not included in the count of families.

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

—

METROPOLiTAN DATA CENTER
A SerDicc of the Mmvpolitan Area Plarating Cowtcll

85

6,891

669

2,179

2,056

973

164

850

7

25

2,073

4,706

112

1,399

704

619

Owner

2,274

1,389

730

261

Owner

20

91

650

1,537

2,026

330

Renter

1,802
130

9

5

Renter

69

762

810

234

58

13

10,202

2,741

2,719

541

1,281
1,243

16

52

640

44

580

188

72



MAPC REGIONAL SUMMARY

(101 Communities)

Year Structure Built

TotaiHousingUnits 1,181,413

1980 to March 1990 122,039

1970 to 1979 138,726

1960 to 1969 146,501

1950 to 1959 152,232

1940to 1949 101,121

1939 or earlier 520,794

Housing Quality

Lacking complete plumbing facilities 4,952

Lacking complete kitchen facilities 6,137

Sewage Disposal
Public sewer 1,012,766

Septic tank 165,454

Other means 3,193

Total Condominium Units 98,388

Renter-Occupied 36,761

Owner-Occupied 52,346

Vacant 9,281

Tenure By Year Householder Moved Into Unit

1980 to March1990

1970 to 1979 1,543,806

1960 to 1969 257,140

I959orearlier 305,217

69,142

177,659

277,814

4,817

30,395

152,703

10,345

126,091

56,679

37,705

38,099

* A subfamily is a married couple or single parent with children living in a household and related to the householder or the householdet’s spouse.

Subfamilies are not included in the count of families.

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

—--~

!~ ME~oPoLrr~trs~r DATA CEwrER
A Service q~ the Metropolitan Area Planning Council

(8/93)

Metropolitan Area Planning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, Massachusetts 02111 617/451-2770

1990 Census of Population and Housing
Selected Housing and Labor Forte Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

Gross Rent as a % of 1989 Household Income

Rester-occupied housing unIts 493,149

Less than 20 percent 138,367
20 to 24 percent 76,068
25 to 29 percent 63,088
30 to 34 percent 43,379

35 percent ormore 150,796
Not computed 21,451

Owner Costs as a % of 1989 Household Income

Owner-occupied housing units 450,939

Lessthan20percent 234,719

20 to 24 percent 59,354

25to29percent 46,151

3oto34percent 31,516
35 percent ormore 76,245
Not computed 2,954

Selected Median Monthly Shelter Costs•

Owner-occuped housing wilts

With a mortgage N/A

Not mortgaged N/A

Renter-occuped housing units

Median gross rent N/A

Renter

407,315 Occupation
57,558 Employed Persons 16 years and over

16,083 Executive, Administrative, Managerial
13,831 Professional Specialty

Technicians and Related Support
Sales

Renter Administrative Support, including Clerical

28,076 Private Household

170,572 Protective Service

192,621 Service, except Protective and Household

82,021 Fanning, Forestry, Fishing
16,540 Precision Production, Craft, Repair
4,957 Machine Operators, Assemblers, Inspectors

Transportation and Material Moving
Handlers, Equipment Cleaners, Helpers,
Laborers

Owner

253,186

140,436

102,543

120,807

Owner

1,383

24,983

127,200

273,324

142,800

47,282

Tenure By Number of Bedrooms

No bedroom

I bedroom

2 bedrooms

3 bedrooms

4 bedrooms

S or more bedrooms



Metropolitan Area Planning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, Massachusetts 02111 617/451-2770

(8/93) 1990 Census of Population and Housing
Social and Economic Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

MAPC REGIONAL SUMMARY

(101 CommunIties)

Households 1,110,117 FamIlies 716,707

Household Income (1989 S’s)
Less than $5,000

$5,000 to $9,999

$10,000 to $14,999

$15,000 to $24,999

$25,000 to $34,999

$35,000 to $49,999

$50,000 to $74,999

$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 or more

Median Housthold Income

Median Family Income

Per Capita Income

Employed Residents per HR

Income Type (1989 S’s)

Wages and salaries

Nonfann self-employment
Farm self-employment
Social Security
Public assistance

Retirement

Poverty Status

Persons Below Poverty

All persons

Under l8years
18 to 64 years

65 years and over

Unrelated individuals

Families Below Poverty

All families

With children

Female householder

Language Spoken at Home.

Persons 5 years and over

Speak a language other than English
Do not speak English “very well”

46,781

90,415

63,320

135,709

143,869

~194,69l

227,828

105,616

68,046

33,842

$40,775

N/A

$19,577
1.39

Number of

Honseholds

882,919

141,520

6,933

279,713

74,837

170,646

2,737,871

420,676

178,026

Educational Attainment

Persons 25 years and over

Less than 9th grade
9th to 12th grade, no diploma
High school graduate
Some college, no degree
Associate degree
Bachelor’s degree
Graduate or professional degree

Disability of Civilian

Noninstitutlonalized Persons

Persons 16 to 64 years

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a wait disability
Persons 65 years and over

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a work disability

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Drove alone

Incarpools
Using public transportation
Using other means

Walked or worked at home

Mean travel time to work (minutes)

Vehicles Available

Occupied homing units

None

One

Two

Three or more

1,968,985

120,960

200,547
55 1,670

301,668

135,192

387,240

271,708

1,986,330

73,047

129,981

364,046

70,491

100,745

1,517,738
65.87%

9.79%

14. 12%

1.08%

9.14%

23.71

1,111,759

188,396

414,294

370,406

138,663

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

MRo1u~r~is~ DATA Ci~ImR
A Service qr the Meb’opoiitm Area Plannmg Council

• Subfamily Type and Presence and Age of Children

Manted.ceuple subfamily

With own children under 18 years 2,810
No own children under 18 years 5,289

Mother-child subfamily 12,354
Father-child subfamily 2,762

M~

Income

$49,164

$25,571

$8,220

$7,720

$4,736

$9,297

Percent

8.36%

11.70%

7.12%

9.35%

17.37%

5.890/o

9.80%

20.48%

Number

236,055

68,677

133,359

.34,019

98,337

42,625

32,568

26,198



Metropolitan Area Planning Council
60 Temple Place, Boston, Massachusetts 02111 617/451-2770

(8/93) 1990 Census of Population and Housing
Social and Economic Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

MINUTEMAN ADVISORY GROIJP ON INTERLOCAL COORDINATION SUBREGIONAL SUMMARY

(12 Communities) -

Less than $5,000

$5,000 to $9,999

$10,000 to $14,999

$15,000 to $24,999

$25,000 to $34,999

$35,000 to $49,999

$50,000 to $74,999

$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 or more

Median Household Income

Income Type (1989 S’s)

Wages and salaries

Nonfarm self-employment
Farm self-employment
Social Security
Public assistance

Retirement

Poverty Status

Persons Below Poverty
All persons

Under l8years
18 to 64ycars
65 years and over

Unrelated individuals

Families Below Poverty
All families

With children

Female householder

1,008

2,125

1,858

4,757

5,363

8,202

l0,94ô

7,416

5,670

2,988

$54,233

N/A

$24,664
1.51

Number of

Households

43,458

8,324

587

9,793

1,607

6,635

Number

4,645

1,299

2,327

1,019

2,060

129,358

13,219

4,702

Mean

Income

$61,842

$30,896

$4,560

$7,972

$4,912

$11,108

Percent

3.40%

3.93%

2.56%

8.1 0%

11.13%

Married-couple subfamily
With own children under 18 years

No own children under 18 years

Mother-child subfamily
Father-child subfamily

Disability of Civilian

Noninstitutionalized Persons

Persons 16 to 64 years

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a work disability
Persons 65 years and over

With a mobility or self-care limitation

With a work disability

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Drove alone

In cerpools
Using public transportation
Using other means

Walked or worked at home

Mean travel time to work (minutes)

Vehicles Available

Occupied housing units

None

125

220

366

112

94,044

3,491

6,911

21,600

14,222

7,059

23,723

17,038

93,719

1,857

4,607

12,578

2,170

3,381

75,737

82.01%

9.36%

2.20%

0.74%

5.69%

23.26

50,512

2,470

13,927

23,491

10,624

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

~ METROPOLITAN DATA CENTER
A Service q’the MetropOliLan Area Planning Council

Households 50,333 Families 37,307

Household Income (1989 5’s) * Subfamily Type and Presence and Age of Children

Median Family Income

Per Capita Income

Employed Residents per 1111

Educational Attainment

Persons 25 years and over

Less than 9th grade
9th to 12th grade, no diploma
High school graduate
Some college, no degree
Associate degree
Bachelor’s degree
Graduate or professional degree

886 2.37%

680 3.68%

498 12.27%

Language Spoken at Home

Persons 5 years and over

Speak a language other than English
Do not speak English “vety well”

One

Two

Three or more
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1990 Census of Population and Housing
Selected Housing and Labor Force Characteristics (Sample Count from STF 3)

MINUTEMAN ADVISORY CR013? ON 1NTERLOCAL COORDINATION SUBREGIONAL SUMMARY

(12 CommunIties)

Year Structure Built

Total Housing Units

1980 to March 1990

1970 to 1979

1960 to 1969

1950 to 1959

1940 to 1949

1939 or earlier

Housing Quality

Lacking complete plumbing facilities

Lacking complete kitchen facilities

Sewage Disposal
Public sewer

Septic tank

Other means

Total Condominium Units

Renter-Occupied
O~ier-Occupied
Vacant

Tenure By Year Householder Moved Into

1980 to March 1990

1970 to 1979

1960 to 1969

1959 or earlier

52,977

8,638

10,403

11,308

7,716

2,141

12,771

164

268

27,983

24,714

280

5,207

2,177

2,536

494

Gross Rent as a % of 1989 Household Income

Renter-occupied housing unl 14,581
Less than 20 percent 4,097
20 to 24 percent 2,397

25to29percent 2,112

30to34percent 1,175

35 percent ormore 3,694
Not computed 1,106

Owner Costs as a % of 1989 Household Income

Owner-occupied housing unl 29,316

Less than 20 percent 15,070

2oto24pcrcent 4,128
25 to 29percent 3,250

3Oto34percent 2,123
35 percent or more

Not computed

N/A

N/A

WA

Occupation
Employed Persons 16 years and over

Executive, Adminisirative, Managerial
Professional Specialty
Technicians and Related Support
Sales

Administrative Support, including Clerical

Private Household

Protective Service

Service, except Protective and Household

Farming, Forestiy, Fishing
Precision Production, Craft, Repair
Machine Operators, Assemblers, Inspectors
Transportation and Material Moving
Handlers, Equipment Cleaners, Helpers,
Laborers

4,703

42

Selected Median Monthly Shelter Costs

Owuer-occuped housing units

With a mortgage
Not mortgaged
Renter-occuped housing units

Median gross rentUnit

Owner

16,746

8,980

5,756

4,264

Owner

42

663

5,285

14,621

12,139

2,996

Tenure By Number of Bedrooms

No bedroom

I bedroom

2 bedrooms

3 bedrooms

4 bedrooms

S or more bedrooms

Renter

13,320

1,011

206

229

Renter

474

4,664

5,731

2,727

966

204

76,082

16,308

18,266

3,950

8,130

9,898
240

1,012

5,792
721

6,170

2,697

1,450

1,448

* A subfamily is a married couple or single parent with children living in a household and related to the householder or the householder

Subfamilies are not included in the count of families.

Contact the Metropolitan Data Center for more demographic and economic data at (617) 451-2770.

METROPOLITAN DATA CENTER
A Service of the Metropolitan Area Planning Coiowil
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‘in Smoke

FadingGarbage Crisis

Leaves Incinerators

Competing for Trash

Municipalities Are Dismayed;
Waste-to•Energy Fever.

Bums Local Taxpayers

ped in the ‘Death Spiral’

ByJwvBAnzY
Z!Jfl 24potv ~ T~ w&~i. aim, $ocRJ.AJ.

ft mlgtt seem i Weulng In this dut’

tered world, but from Florida to New

Hampshire to Wisconsin. communities are

running sheet of

The municipalities collectively spent
billions of dollars to build big Incinerator,,
but now dent have enough refuse to keep

~t~a~y0~
Incinerator built there In 1988. Bay County.
Via., resorted to buying wood chips to stoke

Its Incinerator. And Warren County. N.J.,
uses undercover Dash cops to slake out the

bridges over the Delaware River to Penn

syivanla to mate sure no Dash lanes the

$ commissioner In th~ward County. Via.

Officials there are literally rwnmaglng
around the rest of South Florida to find

garbage to feed their 9898 million psi? of

IncInerators. “It’s killing us.” she seys.

Tech Triumpb
Promoted as “waste-toenergy” pistils

because they also produos electeldty. the
Incinerators were touted as ~ isluiopbd
tedu~~gy O’er toU~ They would assure

that etties for decades bad $ place to

dispose of waste, while lessenlnj the need
for spnwllngdwnps. Tovax~lngdegrees,
environmental officials at the state and
federal level encowiged an Incinerator

building binge during the Ilels. with 142

plants now burning about 98 million tons a

year. or 19% of the nations Dash,..

I Bultheoffld$lspaldlftflemlndtothe ‘—

econornica of burning trash. Very simply.
the current ecoocenico are tenible, requir
ing residential and nmnmerdal me

toenen-u well is taxpayen-topayhi~t
dreds of millions of dollars a year over and
above the going market rate for Dash
disposal. the average Incinerator disposal
tee Is $56 a ton, twice the $~ average at

dumps, reports Solid Waste Price Digest. a

trade Journal.
Municipal officials made the plunge

into Wash burning with the best advice

money could buy, hiring engineering con
sultants, Wall Street Inveslinent bankers
and bond lawyers, all of whom have pint’
Ited handsomely from f’es o~nneeted 1.
bom~ u.aterwn.ingl to finance tncinera’
tcri. But almost, none of these people were

sufficiently skeptical of the sn-called pr
bags crisis. $ perceived shortage of dump
capacity that. In the lItte. pushed updurnp
fees and frightened public officials Into

thinking that disposal prices would climb
ever upward.

- iTo tncxterawr. went the logic. &ilow~’”
-

a city to lock In a disposal price for 98 years

or more. So why Dot build It big? With the

cxlii capacity, an Incinerator could reap

hefty profits by taking Bash bun else

where at escalating market rates.

The garbage crisis. though It appealed
perfectly to the nations collective guilt
over throwing away so much stz~, was

more fiction than fact. In Dash. Dash

companies. led by WMX Technologies Inc.

(formerly Waste Management Inc.) and

Bror’~lng-Perfls dustries inc. akeig
with mtmldpellues. created huge amounts
of disposal capacity in recent years. As

with office buildings and airlines, a space
glut has led to fierce pdce.aitflng U
dump arid incinerator owners compete for

Incinerators “weren’t designed to be

economic,” contends Douglas R. Angeoth
pier, a Dub stock analyst at Oppenheimer
&Co. In New Yost. “They were desIgned to

replace a diuppearthg uw

many munIcIpalitIes and
their consultants overestimated the

amount of Dub they would be generating.
fatling to foresee sharp reductions from

recycling and ~ recession; a slower

economy generates less waste. Incinera

tors need to operate at full capacity to

make the most of electricity production.
which also brings In menus, and to

service debt of as much as 1300 millIon per

plant. Otles therefore have been forced to

bid for Dash on the open market, often at

what their own

Nearly all the Incinerators are oper
ated - and many owned - by companies
such as WbC( Technologies, Ogden ~p.
and Westinghouse mactote Corp. In hind

sight. the public sector got most of the rIsks

and the private sector most of the rewards

In building waste-to-energy facilities. Typ
ically, the municipality provided duane

k~ the company guaranteed the thing
would work; the municipality guaranteed

~
~~ton at Its two big tiLrators, bed

waste from elsewhere Is welcomed as

cheaply as $42. In Montgomery County.
Pa., locals pay 983.50 while outsiders can

dump for $41. ~ was supposed to work the

other way around.” says Donald Silveraco.

Montgomery County’s trash chief. ‘Us $

sotepoint.”
a

Finite l’wa to Page 4!. Wsusa I

I. ~-•
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By Jerv BAn.gy giant Asea &uwi Boverl AB i

XI~ff Repo.1.~ of T1~z W~ iy~UT JOV~J~AL I U.S. Dash burner, for $47 million to

The trash-Incineration Induitty Is Projects. Ocddental Pewoleuna Cot

headlflg Into what promises to be a severe Its big Niagara Fills, N.Y., Inciner

shakeout. as weaker competitora give up American Ref-Put Co.. a joInt van

~ bualjr~ In which growth has stilled No. 2 bauleT BrownIng-Perils mdi

and the two dominant players ~ ftc. #.td Air Products & Coernicals I

radically dui~ strategies. I
Mid W dflgb0rm~ Kiecttlc Cor~

Ogden Corp.. No. I In the busIness firms that It altered Its Incineration

h $ 26% market share through Its Ogden to WkOC Technologies. but that no

~ujecti Inc. unit, relies heavily on ~- cne0t was reached. Westlngtlouse a’

~cu with munIcIpalIties to bring Dash to huge $2~ million plant In Deli

)ta 24 eo~csiled waste-to.energy plants. ft County. Pt.. part 01 the glutted Phi

has no hauling business to feed the tnclner. p1111 market. The facility Ii losing m
The oxnpany vont say If the bus~t0~tha Overall Is profitable.

20% share through Its Wheelabr*tor Tech-1 Plied In
nologles Inc. unit, uses Its dominant1 ~ Wheeler Corp. and Mont
U.S. trash-hauling business 10 haip~ 11*1 SA. a big French services concern,

l4plantsandlsfarlessrellantotlguarin-1 saytiiyl~to’t~ylb
tees froth cities that they wtfl deliver Dub. dII~ehlted ~ ~
That could prove * big edge In the m~ O~npanlen plied Into the business

times abert
~ ~ the lIlta. thinking - like munici

comp* ties - that dump capacity was shrink
nies, that falling disposal fees and ~ And, aecording to areportpreparec
slowdown... Dew pint~~

analysts at Kidder.
- & Co., i

change that,
were attracted by other reasons: Pre

Earli~ thIs year. Swedish Industrial
tax laws gave big tax credits for ca~

Virginia and southeastern Pennsylvania. investo)~~ts cities offered cheap, taxi

On the whole, says Stephen I.. Scbwekh, flnandng energy mets seemed sum

an analyst with Robertson. Stephens & Co. rise, making alternative forms of elect

In San Francisco. ‘It’s cheaper to go to Ity generation valuable; and some

Philadelphia” to dispose 01 MontgOmery engineering and construction coinpar

County Dub, were looking for new things to build.

But thecounty wanted to handle Its own Dozens of communities awarded c

trash and Isn’t keen on dumps. Annual tracts 10 buIld Incinerators In the ir

trasb.oollecflon fees, which also fund a iMOs, but then the backpedaling beg.
zealous recycling program. are expected to According to Kidder. cancellations 01

rise from $146 a household next year to ready-awarded projects have exceec

$246 by 1919, new projects annually since 1997.

Columbus. Ohio, tried to keep Its Incin- Even with the disposal glut In ma

eratcr competitive for 10 years. roughly markets, the Induitiy continues to mat

matching the price of a nearby dump, but mythical “garbage crisis” as a marketli

the effort required subsidies of more than tool. A WhOt Tedroologles promotion
$100 million In total. The dty recently brochure warns “~a nation Is quick
threw In the towel. gate ~ burner to a running out cI places to dispose 01 Dish.

regi naiwast .suthcetty~~sdepted legal Ogden. ..~
anmal report sees ‘avai

flow control, which It .~ will remain able landfill space ..,,~ And lb

legal. lnclnerstioa1ndustty group. Integrate

No~
Waste Services Association Still talks

_

“solving the garbage crisis.” though It

DespIte the problems, It IS C8SY tO -

president, B. Kent Burton, says In hi
how mwildpal officials fall In love with In- speeches that he has downgraded thu
cineratars. But for the trash trucks rolling “aiMs” to a “problem.”
across outdoor scales, they resemble a

power plant. not a dump. No rats. No seaS ~ blgg~,t menrbsss. Ogden and Wheela
guts, stay Inside the wade. ~ the~bssa’t yet taken a

The control moos, rum by engineers, -. ~
,nat~t diaL meterS ted v~ m~k tint lacing ~ ~. o~oe~

ton to~ a small nud~ Pant. sDoo~ In tenor 0100, metrol, WI

Ti~rthpuflistoanendoIeddocttodumP allowaammlctpalltytodlreciaflltstr
hoot giant trash chamber six stories tall, to a designated disposal site, while W

High abole, two crane operators motion- Technologies and Its Wbeelsbrator

ally fluff the mound and slowly feed trash ~‘t haves posilion~
toward a burnIng grate that slopes down-

wart The beat fires hollers that make

steam for electricIty. WIthout flow control, Ogden would

Iridneration owners complain that the vut~~eible t* baul~rL Ifldudin,g lb

Bovironmental Protection Agency Isn’t owned by WMX and Browning-Ferris. t

hard enough on dumps, which give them a Want to take Dub to their own dun

cost advantage. but the agency says It is rather than to Ogden’s lodneratars.

neutral. “me ,tuu tirat goes up the IIocln Ogden Is increasingly a’ttk*l of thur

eratorl stack affects more people than o~ envIronmental grounds. “Raw ref

‘(garbage waterl going Into the gr”uiidW*’ creates a toxic soup Un dumpsj. It’

ter,”. says Bruce Weddle. EPA’s Dash ultimately come up,” says Scott

Mackin, president and chief operating 0

companies promote the plants as a coral Ogden Projects. The Bovironmen

“partnershIp” with the community. But Protection Agency considers a weU-b~

It Is * rocky marriage tnt glutted market dump sate, and Is slowly moving to ck

cmtv~mada~Y(MX Tectu!$e- unsafe Ones. Dumps have been WMX Te

lies, which owns aad operates twin 2,~O nologico most pr~f1~abIe~

tco-*day bmgneri there. The Inclneri- Mr. Mackin sees no need for Ogden

ion are suffering a shortfall that could hit link up with $ hauler nationally. He u

tos.mo tons this year. under $ so’called peels that an economic recovery, an I

put~-çay dosl, the county pays for at crease In oil prices and the publics baD.

sast~tons even If It tnclneratth,or 01 dumps will all come together to up

puts, less. WMX Technologies also owns a growth again for the Incineration Lnd~

big droop In the county, and aerepts Dub D7

that could bebrwned. WkO( took more than

two million tons 01 trash to the droop r

during the eight montin ended March 31,

most alit from the Hurricane Andrew

cleanup. The company says the hurricane

trash was too wet to burn. Sieve Alexan

der. $ Broward County official, observes,

“One 01 the partners In this deal Is making

a whole lot 01 money.
The company and the county are In

talks to ease the burden 01 the shortfall.

‘We’re going to do everything we can to

make sure they’re happy,” say’ a WhC(

Technologies k~nifl Brd that likely

will requite taking more trash from neigh

boring Dade County, which also Is hurting.

Lower volume at Its disposal sites already

forced Dade to raise prices to $59 a ton

from $45 In January.
Connectian officials are fighting~

Tedusrioglen’ plan to build another Incin

erator to the state because they say It

would take trash from already4truggllng

plants there. I~ ~osse County, Wis., sued

Its engineering consultants for overesti

mating ~ area’s trash volume. The

county collected $2.1

Is mak

Ing Incineration costlier stl~ Plnellas

County, Fla,, expeCts retrofitting Its 3,000’

ton-adsy burlier to comply with air stan~~III~dards will met anywhere front sioo million

to $200 million, tnd~’°g lost electricity

and dlsposai fees while the plant Is

down. That could force the county to

double Its disposal fee from $37.50 a ton,

says the county’s trash chief, Bob Van

Having guessed wrong on the direction

of disposal prices. IncIneratIon promoters

luckily can take advantageofafedelil Iwo’

from so’mlled na”~ty generators. or

MUGs, at prime often based on early IllOs

projections that oil prices would skyrocket.

So, while electricIty changes hands these

days between utlrnes ati cent to 3 cents a

kilowatt bout some Incinerators can getu

~}

N

and renegotiate such high-priced coo-

tracts. Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.,

which has a glut 01 power, Is forced to buy

NUG electricity at 6 cents $ kilowatt and

then sell It at 1 or 2 cents, a $400 million

annual cost. Southern California Edison

Co. spends $750 million * year above

market rates to buy MUG power, a spokes’

man says. “That’s why our rates are so

high.”

a

(

C

Proves a cost! ~ I Poor Econo cs~in~fl ‘ra~ES’Eorto~
.For Big Incinerators j Force Incineration Industry Chang€

O,atfarred ~vet First PbQe
higher local dump fee to cover fixed costs,

which chases away local haulers and be

gets ablggershoetf*ll:’
Cia.retnont. N.

plant Is In full spin, with a $96.50-a-ton fee

for local trash, a $40-a-ton fee to attract

outside waste, and every Indication the

disparity will worsen. “It’s an endless

cycle,” says Allen Dusault, head of the

New Ranrpshlre-Vermont Solid Waste

And things could go from bad to worse

for the economies 01 Incineration. Cities

are facing huge costs to fit all but the

newest plants with modern air~thnion4
control systems. Utilities are fighting bac~
against t federal law that fuccen them td
buy electricity train Incinerators at abo,e4
market prices. And the Supreme Cowl bu~
agreed to bear two cases, either of which

could prove devastating for municipalities.
bondholders, taxpayers and companies
that own Incinerators. All of this has

brought construction of new plants 10*

near ba~

In one case, the high cowl will decide

whether the ash left over from trash

burning should be treated as * hazardms

waste. A federal appeals court In C5rlcago
says It should, whIle one In New York says
It shouldn’t,

As of now, the U million tons a year 01

ash mostly go to garbage dumps at rela

tively cheap rates. EnvIronmental groups
contend ash simM be treated as hasard’

ow because It motains heavy metals.

Municipalities asemi ash poses no health

threat, Moreover, they say, It the justices
declare sib a hazardous waste, ash die

— mets could rise ti~tol& adding $3.5

bIllion to the cost 01 operating the country’s
1~Indnerators. That could force IncInera

tors to toughly triple tir disposal fee they
dnrge far Dub to more than 1150* too.
the municipalities say. Many would simply
close, which could lead to billions of dollars

of bond defaults.

The high nail also will consider a
__

challenge to f~ control, a practice per

mitting $ municipality to commandeer all

the trash within Its borders and dIrect It to

a favored disposal site. Because many
Incinerators charge prices far higher than

nearby dumps, only with flow control do

,theyremalnilabls,
Flow 6urttal Dahate

__

Hinders hate _ moUnt because Ii

makes them pay more per torn to droop
their loads, Their argument, successful In

senral lower-nail cases, Is that the pew

doe illegally reshicts Interstate com~

merea. Most todneraicui are dose enough
tot state tine to be vulnerable to that

claim, especially since haulers have be’

owns more adept *1 compacting trash to

cheaply carry big loads long distances by
thsrt*iidr*iL

Already. 15 mifllon tons of trash a year

cross a state line to be dumped, as the dli’

—business becomes more regional and

less local. J.P. Mascaro & Sons, a regional
- Pennsylvania harder, says It saves money

by trucking loads ~ miles 10$ West Vb’

ginla dump It owns, ha Instance, rather

than psy* ISle-ton fee designated by flow

control In the Philadelphia suburbs.

A deci.sIoo agwrst Claw cootrol could

apart an *11-out pt-Ice war In the disposal
business. Dominant haulers WMX Teds’

nologles and Browning-Ferris control bugs
amounts 01 dump epsos whet. they would

iii, to take more trash. Dumps. with

relatively law fixed costs, could ride out a

price war. Many casb-hungry Incinerators
________________________________

couldn’t “If we lose flow control, those

contracts (between cities and Incinerator

opertlosul are null and told,” says IL

Lanler Hickman Jr.. head 01 the Solid

Waste Association 01 North AmeriCa, a

group of mostly municipal b-ash officials.

And the more than $10 billion at bonds

outstanding that back Incinerator projects

“are belly up.”
Flow arab-at was “a legal device that

allowed you tonal look at the economies.”

says Marie Pisedu. who rates trash-re

lated bonds at Moody’s investors Serilos.

But people are looking now, Municipal’
______

bond-fund managers, such sa John Nuveen

& Co. with $350 million In trash-related

bonds and Van Kampen M6TIII Invest

ment Advisory (kep. with $264 million. are

trying to determine which projects are

most vulnerable. Sandy D’bnperlO. an offi

cial at bond Insurer Ambsc indemnity

Corp.. which Insures bonds Issued to build

10 Incineration projects, says akiss of flow

control would cause “very severe” prob’
lets In the business. Susan Epstein. *1

Municipal Bond investors Assurance Inc..

another Insurer, says, ‘We’re taking a

re-look at ow erposury.”
WbceeTrashl*It?

The U.S. Conference 01 Mayors Is lob’

hying Congress to pass flow-control legis
lation should the court strike the pracdcej
down. But even as the law ci the land In 26j

states, officials say flow control Is tough 14
_____

enforce. Columbus, Ohio, estimates ltloie~
about 15% of the trash that Is sup~sed 1$

go to Its 2,000-ten-a-day lndnere20r. Th$
Franklin County Sheriff is Invevtlgttlr4
and vn,000-a-day floes are possible foj,,,
violators. But commercial haulers In par

ticular routinely cross municipal ha~t

cc their routes. So whose trash Is It?:

“the realIty 01 the trash ‘ In

~ilte different ~rn the legal Mstrrtrfe,

says William Darcy, bead ci the Conneesi’

cut state agency that oversees trash burn’

Ing. Incinerators charge as much as $79 *

ton there, while dump space can be bad for

$50. “U we had 1,000 enforcement officers.

we could stop the cheating.” be says.

To survive without legal flow control.

some municipalities are resorting to what

they call ‘economic flow control.” In es

sence, they set the disposal fee at an tncin’

erator low enough to attract trash, then

stuff the rest 01 the costs Into the tax

base

That Is how Montgomery County. Mt.

plans to make Its proposed U00-ton-a-dal.

$325 million Incineration project viable.

The affluent county, just noulh of Washing

ton. Is surrounded by relatively cheap and

very abundant dispoSal In Virginia, West

~1~~~••~~
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60 Temple Place, Boston, Mass. 02111 617/451-2770 Fax 617/482-7185

rMAP~ Serving 101 cities and towns in metropolitan Boston

August 19, 1993

Dear Transportation Improvement Program Liaison:

Attached is a list of proposed amendments the the fiscal

years 1994 and 1995 sections of the Transportation
Improvement Program for Metropolitan Boston

The list of proposed amendments will be reviewed at MAPC’s

September 14, 1993 MPO Liaison Committee with a

recommendation forwarded to the MAPC Executive Committee

that meets on September 15, 1993. It is extremely important
that your comments are received before the 14th. You should

also note that the Joint Regional Transportation Committee

will meet on September 8, 1993 to make its recommendations.

MA.PC encourages you to review the list carefully. You

should note for us projects that have MHD Project Review

Committee approval that you believe should be a part of this

list but are missing.

If there is a project(s) on the list for your community we

have checked the box below.

Thank you for your timely consideration of, and response to,
these TIP amendments. If you have any questions please feel

free to contact Daniel Fortier at (617)451-2770.

Sincerely

David C. Soule

Executive Director

cc: Chief Elected Official

Municipal Administrator/Manager
MAPC Representative

Local Project In TIP Amendments

Edmund P. Tarallo, President William G. Constable, Vice-President Dianne M. Shea, Secretary Richard A. Easier, Treasurer

David C. Soule, Executive Director

PRINTEDON R~CLED PAP~
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TOWN OF ACTON
/

INThRDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE

DATE 8/26/93

TO: The Board of ~Jectmen
FROM: John Murray

SUBJECT: Weekly Upda

1. Chairman Hunter has requested me to seek comment from board

members concerning Minuteman Tech’s request for a financial

waiver to the State from each of Minuteman’s member

communities. It is Chairman Hunter’s intention to file for

such a waiver unless he receives other direction from the

Board.

2. Today, the Town and W.R. Grace reached a settlement

agreement for an action filed by the Town to receive

compensation for monies expended by the Town in connection

with the hazardous waste site in South Acton. The

Settlement Agreement was in total compliance with the

Board’s executive session direction and the monetary
settlement is in the amount of $100,001. The Board must

accept the “gift” portion ($100,000) at a future public
session.

3. If any Board member wishes to file a zoning article for a

possible November Special Town Meeting, that action

requires an advertised public hearing to be held 14 days
prior to the Town Meeting. The Warrant must be posted 7

days prior to Town Meeting. Therefore, in practical terms

(including necessary printing time ) the article must be

ready approximately 7 weeks before the Town Meeting.

4. Roy Smith called and offered the following compromise on

the plowing of the Senior Center, and to request that he be

added to the September 7th agenda.



The landlord shall plow emergency
vehicle access to the Senior Center, and

subsequent to that the Town shall plow
the parking lot and sidewalks.

I have scheduled Roy for a 9:45 appointment on September 7

In speaking with bai~k personnel, they have asked if the Town

would be willing to go through informal arbitration on the

topic of plowing. I would appreciate comment from the

Board by the close of business on Wed. Sept. 1st.

5. Digital has approached this office, in order to determine

if the Board would be receptive to changing the zoning of

the Piper Road facility to accommodate an assisted living
center. I referred Digital’s call to Chairman Hunter.

6. Wang has approached the Town concerning the availability of

approximately 300,000 square feet of office space (much
larger than DEC’S Piper Rd. facility) under one roof or in

a quad setting for their new world headquarters. I

suggested that they contact Kirk Ware. They have stated

that the need a facility in 45 days, because the Towers are

part of the Bankruptcy settlement. I doubt that they will

be required to leave the Towers in 45 days, but I believe

that is their preference. Kirk can build such a facility
at Acorn Park. In addition, Wang asked for information

concerning an incentive package being offered by the Town.

I told them that, while the Town does not have an incentive

package, it is my belief that the Board of Selectmen may be

receptive to construct a building loan based upon the

Town’s credit rating (legally this can be accomplished). A

credit rating is one thing that a newly structured company

coming out of bankruptcy does not have. In summary, I

believe that this project is a pipe dream, but stranger
things have occurred.

7. Work on the Charter Road sidewalk has begun again. We are

deviating slightly from the plan in order to accommodate a

reluctant landowner at 64 Charter Rd. The accommodation

was necessary, in order to obtain the necessary easement

from the Sackmans. The accommodation requires the

construction of a retaining wall, moving the sidewalk

closer to the road, and additional tree removal. Tree

hearings were completed last Monday.

8. I have authorized Dean Charter to use Town Staff to finish

the first phase of the Children’s Playground. This was

necessary, even though it is contrary to what the Board



authorized, due to an overriding safety problem. It is our

estimation that 2 days work for a crew of 4 is necessary to

make the structure secure, and some materials may need to

be purchased. Consequently, I have instructed Dean to

insure that the Children’s Playground Committee has vendors

lined up to deliver all the necessary materials on a

reasonable schedule, and that the necessary labor is

scheduled and confirmed before any site work for phase 2 is

started. The crew of 4 was primarily taken from the tree

and field maintenance crews.



Commonweoitfl of Massachusetts

Executrve Office of En~1ronmentai Affairs

Department of
Environmental Protection

WUUamF. Wild

Danisi S. Orsenbaum
CommU~

Conservation Commission
Au st 11 1993

Town Hall

Acton, MA 01720

Dear Conservation Commissioner:

Enclosed please find your community’s copy of the Massachusetts NonDoint

Source Management Manual -- A Guidance Document for Local Officials The

manual, produced by the Nonpoint Source Program within the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Office of Watershed

Management, has been distributed to every town and city in the

Commonwealth.

This manual is written especially for municipal officials in the hope
that it will assist them in understanding and recognizing nonpoint source

pol1~ition in their community and guide them as they implement local

control strategies. The manual contains a wide variety of information
about nonpoint source pollution, from basic definitions to descriptions
of current regulatory controls and best management practices.

The DEP is planning an outreach and education program that will follow up
the distribution of this manual. We will be contacting your community to

set up informal meetings to introduce the manual and get feedback from

you about specific nonpoint source pollution problems in your community
that you need help with.

If you have questions about the manual, please contact Christine Duerring
of the Department of Environmental P’~t~n,. “ffice of Wat~rshéd

Management, P.O. Box 116,.North Grafton, MA 01536, telephone (508) 792—

7470.

Eben Chesebrough
Massachusetts Nonpoint
Source Coordinator

cc: ‘Board of Selectmen Board of Health

Planning Board Zoning Board of Appeals

On. Wintot Shut • Boston, M*uaehusatts 02108 5 FAX (617) 556-1049 5 TiliphOfli (817) 292-5500



ACTON MEMORIAL LIBRARY

486 Main Street

Acton, Massachusetts 01720

264-9641 264-9642

TDD 635-0072

Keith Fiels, Executive Director

Board of Library Commissioners
648 Beacon Street

Boston, MA 02115

August 22, 1993

Dear Mr. Fiels:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Statewide

Strategic Plan. I am impressed with its commitment to make the

resources of all libraries within the state accessible to all residents.

My Board of Trustees is concerned about the ability of the state to fund

the identified goals and the potential political resistence to increased

regionalization. They are aware that this plan is preliminary and the

funding issues will be resolved at a later time. However, in the present
dismal budget situation it is difficult to separate these issues.

One of the goals of the plan is for every Massachusetts library to

meet standards of service. How does that impact communities with

more than one public library? As you may know, in Acton we have two

independent public libraries each funded by Town appropriation. In this

distressed economic climate, limited funds for staff and materials are

further diluted because resources are shared between two separate
entities.

The strategic plan seems to indicate that ~i! public libraries will be

required to meet minimum standards of service. If so, what will be the

status of those public libraries which do not? Will Towns and cities with

more than one public library be penalized if all publicly supported
libraries cannot meet the service standards? In Acton’s case, I would be

very angry if the Memorial Library and Town were denied state aid

(MEG/LIG, network participation, Regional services, etc.) because the

Citizens’ Library could not meet the identified standards. And it would

be tragic to increase the Citizens’ Library’s funding to achieve these

standards at the expense of restoring lost hours and book funds to

the Memorial Library budget.
It seems obvious (to me, anyway) that no agency is going to

advocate the abolishment of these smaller public libraries. Therefore, I

would encourage the Board of Library Commissioners to take an active

role in helping communities to merge their separate public libraries for

the benefit of the citizens they serve. ln Acton’s case this would involve

someone working with both boards who has authority to require the

participants reach a consensus and develop an action plan.
Unfortunately, communications with the Citizens’ Library are hampered



by a number of emotional issues which would need to be resolved

before a co-operative plan could be developed..
The proposed stategic plan for delivering services to all residents of

the Commonealth focuses on making materials not owned in the local

public library available. In communities where there is more than one

public library the delivery of these services will result in a duplication of

efforts. Using Acton as an example, both public libraries receive inter-

library loans, delivery service and reference support from Wellesley. The

Memorial Library is part of Minuteman and makes all of its requests on

line or through E-mail; the Citizen’s Library mails requests to Wellesley or

the librarian requests network transfers through the Memorial Library.
Patrons have more efficient service when they work directly with the

Memorial Library and there is an unnecessary delay when their

requests are processed through the Citizens’ Library first. As a result,
the effectiveness of the local appropriation is diluted by funding
duplicate operations. It would be in the best interest of our patrons to

develop a co-ordinated approach to library service in our community.
Again, I thank you for the opportunity to comment on the statewide

strategic plan. It’s exciting to think about all the resources

Massachusetts public libraries will be able to offer patrons.

Sincerely yours,

Wanda Null

Library Director

cc: Ruth Kowal, Eastern Regional Office

Anne Reynolds, Wellesley Free Public Library
Mrs. Frances BisseH, Chairman, Citizens’ Library Board of Trustees

Ann Chang, President,Board of Trustees, Acton Memorial Library
Don Johnson, Town Manager, Acton, MA



FILE COPY
TOWN OF ACTON

4fl Main Street

Adon, M~”~tta 01720

Telephone (508) 264-9612
Fax (508) 264-9630

John Murray
Aaaiatant Tovn Man3g~

August 20, 1993

Mr. Shawn Russell

POM, Inc.

P.O. Box 430

Russeilville, AR 72801

re: Parking Meters

Acton,, MA

Dear Mr. Russe]l.

The invoices for the purchase of 80 APM parking meters and accessories by the Town

of Acton have been processed by the Engineering Department and are now on my desk

awaiting approval for payment. The “terms and conditions” you offered under the

heading POM incorporated Guaranty and dated July 19, 1993 are generally acceptable
except for the need to resolve the following operational problems as quickly as

possible before I can feel comfortable approving this payment.

1. The meters are malfunctioning on high moisture days. It was represented to us

that this problem was solved during the San Diego installation. However, we

notice that on damp, rainy mornings large amounts of condensation accumulate in
the meter housings and we receive frequent reports of coins failing to register
time and the view of the meter is obscured by the moisture inside the lexan dome.

2. The meter cards are having two separate problems. The first being that some

cards are picking up a few cents when used. The second is that two cards have

been returned with an ERR reading.

3. The coin readers are currently maLfunctioning. To date we have pulled two

meters from the lot that are not reading coins and one that returns to a “zero

display” before the expiration of 12 hours.

4. We have one non-functional meter head lock (meter #13) that we are unable to

open in order to install the new rate plate.

Please be assured that when all of these problems are solved to our satisfaction, we

will make full payment for all items delivered under the contract.

Ve truly yours,

/ John Murra
~‘ Assistant Tó~in Manager

JMJdmj
cc: David Abbt, Engineering Administrator

certified mail# p788878287
.94~41



Acton Selectmen

To Review Parking Ban

Near Commuter Station

Tuesday, September 7, 8:15 PM

Acton Town Hall

(across from the monument on Rt 27)

Room 204

Ii.

The above information comes from the Assistant Town Manager, who has

shown great interest and courtesy in explaining that some neighborhood
residents have asked for the parking ban and the town is trying to find a

solution that will satisfy the needs of neighbors, Acton commuters and out

of-town commuters. Expanding the town lot does not seem possible due to

regulations governing wetlands and traffic. However, there seem to be some

other options. if you are having a problem, come help forge a solution.

Peter Weiler

Taylor Road
Stow, MA



Navippfion Technologies

August 2, 1993
The Board of Selectmen

c/a Don Johnson, Town Manager
Acton Town Hall

472 Main Street

Acton, MA 01720

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Navigation Technologies is in the process of developing the most comprehensive database for in-vehicle

navigation as part of the Intelligent Vehicle Highway System (IVHS). We believe the system we are developing
with our partners, which include AAA, Motorola and Philips Electronics N.V., will have a dramatic impact on

the way people drive in the near future.

As the area coordinator responsible for the New England project, I want to ensure that your municipality
is recorded by Navigation Technologies accurately. We want your community to be perceived as you see it, not

as we may see it from the outside. I firmly believe that the systems currently under development will not only
make your roadways safer, but can have a positive impact on business and tourism in your community. I would

like to meet with you or your representatives soon to discuss how we may obtain the information we require as

well as the points of interest your community would like to see recorded in Navigation Technologies’ database.

Additionally, we have aerial photography of your town that was flown in April 1993 that we utilize for our

system, and that may be of interest to you.

We begin our data collection process by digitizing all road network geometry from U.S. Geological
Survey maps and update it with current aerial photography. Street names and addresses are then added and are

usually extracted from local government maps and verified with Census Tiger Files. We then add vehicle and

turn restrictions, speed limits and ramp sign information that is usually located in local ordinances or

engineering logs. We conclude with local points of interest such as historical sites, tourist attractions, parks,
restaurants, theaters, etcetera. After the database is complete we drive and test the data to ensure its accuracy
and then maintain an active relationship with each municipality to ensure that the data remains accurate and up
to-date.

We either have called or will be calling on some of your offices within the next few weeks to discuss our

project with you. Please do not hesitate to call me at my Needham office if you have any questions.

c~C~
Area Coordinator

Enclosures

cc: Ms. Lela Sorenson, Chief Assessor

Mr. Roland Hart!, Planning Director

Mr. Richard Howe, Public Works Director

Ms. Cornelia Huber, Town Clerk

175 Hi~Iand Avarnc•NeedhamMA 02194•(617) 449-3639•FAX: (617) 449.7211

740 East Arques Avenue • Sunnyvale, CA 94086-3833 • (408) 737.3200 • FAX (408) 736-3734



HALE AND D0RR
August 1993

Tax Bulletin

Provisions Primarily
Affecting Individuals

Tax Rates Increcxsed A new 36% rate applies to

taxpayers with taxable income over:

$140,000 — joint filers and surviving spouses

$127,500 — heads of households

$115,000 — single people

$ 70,000 — married people filing separately

$ 5,500 — estates and trusts.

in addition, a new 39.6% rate applies to taxpayers

with taxable income over $250,000 ($125000 for

mathed taxpayers who file separately and $7,500

for estates and trusts). These new rates are

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

~“ Top tax rates increased to 39.6%

for individual taxpayers and 35%
for corporations

~ New limits imposed on deductions
for meals and entertainment and

executive compensation

~ 15-year amortizement of goodwill
and other intangible property
permitted

~‘ Passive loss relief enacted for

real estate professionals

~ Significant changes adopted
affecting international businesses

effective beginning January 1, 1993. The good

news is that the maximum rate of tax on net

capital gain will remain at 28%.

Tax Tip

Taxpayers may elect to pay the increased

taxes for 1993 in three equal installments,

due April ISo! 1994, 1995 and 1996, without

any interest charge.

Tax Tip

Higher income taxpayers should consider

tax-free and tax-deferred investments

such as tax-exempt municipal bonds and

tax-deferred retirement plans. In addition,

converting ordinary income into capital

gains where possible will result in

significant tax savings.

Altemalive Minimum Tax Increases: The

alternative minimum tax rate has also been

increased for higher-income individuals. The

rate is now 26% (up from 24%) on alternative

minimum taxable income up to $175,000 ($87,500

for man-ied taxpayers filing separately), and a

new rate of 28% has been added for alternative

minimum taxable income above $175,000.

Estimated Tax Rules Simplified: Generally,
individual taxpayers are required to pay at

least 90% of each yeafs tax liability through

withholding and estimated taxes. The new law

does not change this, but it provides a safe harbor

after 1993 so that most taxpayers will be able to

satisfy the requirement for the current tax year

by paying 100% of the prior year’s tax However,

The good news

is that the

maximum rate

of tax on net

capital gain

will remain

at 28%.

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 (referred to as (he Act) was enacted on

August 10,, 1993. The Act made a number of significant changes in the tax laws. This issue

of Hale and Dorr’s Tax Bulletin outlines some of the important changes most likely to have

an impact on our clients.

Stock-for-debt exception repealed



taxpayers with adjusted gross income exceeding

$150,000 ($75,000 for married taxpayers filing

separately) will have to pay 110% of the prior

year’s tax to meet the safe harbor.

Hospital Insurance Wage Cap Removed: For tax

years after 1993, the hospital insurance portion of

the social security tax will apply to all wages and

sell-employment income received by taxpayers.

Charitable Deduction Changes: Written

substantiation from the charity, including an

estimate of the value of any goods or services

given to the taxpayer in exchange for the

contribution, will be required in order to deduct

any charitable contributions in excess of $250

made after December 31, 1993. The good news

is the repeal of the alternative minimum tax

preference for gifts of appreciated property.

S CO1~)O1’C7t1OflS Social Security Changes: The Act increases

the portion of social security benefits subject to

income tax for taxpayers with provisional income

(adjusted gross income plus tax-exempt income,

statu& certain foreign income and half of social security

benefits) in excess of $44,000 for married taxpayers

filing jointly and $34,000 for othem Such

taxpayers may have to include up to 85%

of social security benefits in taxable income.

Tax Tip

Taxpayers who maybe subject to this

higher tax may want to consider ways

of deferring to other years income from

pension plans, individual retirement

accounts or other financial or compensation

arrangements permitting deferral.

General Business Provisions

Corporate Tax Rates Increased: The highest

marginal tax rate on corporations has been

increased from 34% to 35% on taxable income

in excess of $10 million, effective for taxable

years beginning on or after January 1, 1993.

Corporations with taxable income in excess

of $15 million are also required to increase their

tax liability by the lesser of 3% of that excess or

$100,000, to ‘recapture” the benefits of the 34%

rote. The top rate on corporate capital gain

is also increased to 35%.

Tax Tip

In light of the comparison between these

new rates and the significantly higher

maximum individual tax rates, certain

personal service corporations and S

corporations should reconsider whether

and how their present status con be useful

in continuing to optimize after-tax income.

Corporate Estimated Tax Rules Modified:

The Act requires large corporations to base their

estimated tax payments on 100% (rather than 97%

or 91%) of the tax shown on their returns for the

current year, effective for tax years beginning

after 1993. Small corporations may still satisfy their

estimated tax obligations by paying 100% of the

tax shown on their returns for the preceding year.

The new law also adds a third choice of income

annualization periods and requires corporations

to make an annual election of the periods to be

used for the year.

Reduced Meals and Entertainment Deduction:

Only 50% (rather than 80% as under current law)

of the cost of meals and entertainment that meet

deductibility requirements may be deducted for

tax years beginning after 1993.

Club Dues Not Deductible: No business deduction

will be available for dues to any club, including

business, social, athletic, luncheon, airline,

hotel and sporting clubs, for tax years beginning

after 1993.

No Deduction for Executive Pay Over One

Million Dollars: No deduction will be allowed

for compensation paid by a publicly held

corporation to each of its top five executives in

excess of $1 million per year, beginning in 1994.

Contributions to qualified retirement plans, fringe

benefits, and compensation based on productivity

do n~ count toward this $1 million limit

Compensation based on productivity includes

payments for attaining performance goals

approved by shareholders. The limitation does

not apply to compensation payable under a

written contract in effect on February 17, 1993.

Personal service

corpozaüons and

should reconsider

their present

2 Hale and Dorr



TaxTip~

Publicly held companies may want

to consider accelerating the payment

of bonuses and compensation to 1993.

They may also want to consider basing

compensation on productivity, and

obtaining shareholder approval

as required.

Qualified Retirement Plan Compensation Limit

Reduced: The amount of compensation that may

be taken into account for puipcses of calculating

benefits from and contributions to qualified

retirement plans has been reduced to $150,000

(from $235,840) for plan years beginning after 1993.

Tax Tip

Amendments to retirement plans may
be made to restore some of the pre-Act
benefits of retirement plans available

to higher-compensated participants.

Otherwise, higher-compensated

participants will have to seek other

methods to build retirement savings.

Amortization of Intangibles: Certain acquired

intangible property can now be amortized over

a period of 15 years. Eligible intangibles include:

goodwill and going concern value, workforce,

information bases, patents, copyrights, know-how,

customer lists and supplier lists, licenses, permits,

franchises, trademarks, trade names, and

covenants not to compete. Excluded from

eligibility are: many self-created intangibles,

interests in a corporation, partnership, trust, or

estate, interests under a futures or similar financial

contract, interests in land, certain computer

software, certain interests that are not acquired
with the assets of a trade or business or a

substantial portion of a trade or business,

certain interests under leases and debt

instruments, and professional sports franchises~

Computer software that is U) “off-the-shelf”, non-

custom software subject to a nonexdusive license,

or (ii) not acquired as part of an asset acquisition

of a business, may be amortized over a 3-year

period. However, software that is purchased with

computer hardware is generally amortizable over

the useful life of the hardware, while software

with a useful life of less than one year generally

remains currently deductible.

These rules are generally effective for property

acquired after August 10, 1993, but taxpayers

may elect to~p~ them to property acquired after

July 25, 1991. Taxpayers may elect not to apply the

new rules to property acquired after August 10,

1993, pursuant to a binding written contract in

effect on that date.

Mark-to-Market Rules for Securities Dealers:

Securities held by a dealer in securities as

inventory must be included in inventory at fair

market value (rather than at cost or the lower of

cost or market as under prior law). Securities held

by a dealer that are not inventory must be marked

to market at the close of each tax year, with any

gain or loss taken into account as ordinary income

or loss by the dealer. Securities held by a dealer

for investment must be properly identified to be

exempt from these rules, which apply to tcnc years

ending on or after December 31, 1993.

Business Incentives

Small Business Capital Gains: Non-corporate

investors may exclude from income 50% of any

gainrecognizedonthesaleofqualifiedsmall

business stock held for more than five years.

A small business generally is a C corporation

with less than $50 million of assets that is not

involved in the performance of personal services,

financing, banking, real estate, farming, mineral

extraction or the hospitality industry. The stock

• must be first issued by the corporation to the

investor after August 10, 1993, and the amount

of gain exduded is limited to the greater

of $10 million or 10 times the cost of the stock.

Tax Tip

Although it appears that this provision

brings the effective tax rate on certain

capital gains to 14%, the rate will be doser

to 21% for many taxpayers because 50% of

the gain excluded will be a tax preference
for purposes of the alternative minimum tax.

Research and Experimentation Credit The

research and experimentation credit is reinstated

retroactively as of June 30, 1992, and is extended

for three years until June 30, 1995. Special rules are

prescribed for start-up companies in determining

their credit base.

Investors may

exclude from

income 50% of any

gain recognized

on the sale of

qualified small

business stock

held for more

than five years.

Tax Bulletin 3



Tax-Exempt Bond Financing: Tax-exempt

bond financing for certain manufacturing

facilities owned by small businesses is

reinstated retroactively as of June 30, 1992,

and is made permanent.

Real Estate Provisions

Passive Loss Relief: The Act permits the offset of

net passive losses from rental real estate activities

in which the taxpayer materially participates

against income from any source. To qualify, more

than 50% of the taxpayer’s personal services must

be performed in real property trade or business

activities (such as development construction,

conversion, acquisition, leasing, operations,

management, and brokerage services) in which

he or she materially participates, and the

taxpayer must perform more than 750 hours

of services in thcse activities.

Tax Tip

Real estate professionals will have to

reconsider their various trades and

businesses, and begin keeping track of

the time they spend providing services.

Pension Investments in Real Estate: The Act

facilitates investment in real estate by pension

funds and other tax-exempt entities by modifying

the rules treating certain income as unrelated

business taxable income (UBTO. Changes affect

leveraged transactions involving seller financing

obtained on commercially reasonable terms,

certain sale-leasebacks and acquisitions of

foreclosed property, as well as income from

certain sales of property acquired from distressed

financial institutions. The Act also relaxes the

limitations on pension fund investments in real

estate investment trusts (REITs).

Longer Recovery Period: The recovery period
for depreciation of nonresidential real property

has been increased from 31.5 years to 39 years,

for property placed in service on or after

May 13, 1993.

Low-Income Housing Credit The low-income

housing tax credit is reinstated retroactively

as of June 30, 1992, and is made permanent.

International Business

Provisions

Transfer Pricing Penalties Broadened: The Act

broadens the application of existing penalties

for using incorrect methods in determining

transfer prices between related parties. The 20%

“substantial valuation misstatement” penalty and

the 40% “gross valuation misstatement” penalty

will now apply even to smaller companies if

adjustments to income exceed 10% or 20% of gross

receipts, respectively. The penalties con be

avoided under safe harbor rules if the taxpayer

uses a method sanctioned by the regulations or

which otherwise results in a clear reflection of

income, but only if the taxpayer had specific and

adequate supporting documentation at the time

the tax return was filed.

Tax Tip

Affected companies should immediately

review the methods used to determine their

transfer prices and their documentation,

Excess Accumulated Earnings of Controlled

Foreign porations The Subpart F rules

have been amended to require U.S. shareholders

of controlled foreign corporations to include in

income currently certain accumulated earnings

that are invested in”excess passive assets”

(i.e., passive assets exceeding 25% of total

assets, measured by tax basis rather than fair

market value).

Tax Tip

U.S. shareholders will have to analyze and

monitor the investment of controlled foreign

corporation earnings much more dosely

than in the past.

Section 936 Possessions Credit Curtailed:

U.S. taxpayers entitled to the existing Section 936

possessions tax credit will now have to elect either

(i) a percentage limitation reducing the available

credit to 60% (phasing down to 40% by 1998)

of the credit allowed under current law or (ii) an

economic activity limitation based on prescribed

percentages of the company’s compensation

expenses and depredation.

Companies should

immediately

review the

methods used to

determine their

transfer prices

and their

documentation.

Tax Bulletin 4



• Allocation of Research and Experimental

Expenses Modified: The Act requires the

allocation of 50% (instead of the current 64%)

of research and experimental expenses to the

place of performance, with the remainder to

be apportioned on the basis of either gross sales

or gross income. This provision applies for only
one year, following which the ongirial 1977

Treasury regulations will apply.

Earnings Stripping Rules Expanded: The

earnings stripping limitations on the deduction

of interest expense paid to a related foreign or

tax-exempt person have been expanded to apply
to loans made prior to July Il, 1989 that were

previously grcmdfathered, as well as to loans

(including existing loans) guaranteed by a related

foreign or tax-exempt person, for interest paid

or accrued in tax years beginning after 1993.

Tax Tip

Taxpayers should consider restructuring

international financing arrangements

before the end of 1993, but note that the

Internal Revenue Service Is authorized to

recharacterize any multiple-party financing
transaction as a transaction directly among
cmy two or more of the parties.

No Portfolio Interest Exemption for Contingent
Interest: The Act repeals the exemption from

withholding tax for portfolio interest received after

1993 that is determined by reference to receipts,

sales, income, profits, cash flow, appreciation or

a similar factor, although contingent interest paid
on fixed-term debt incurred prior to April 8, 1993

remains exempt

Bankruptcy and Debt
Modification Provisions

Repeal of Stock-for-Debt Exception: The stock-

for-debt exception available under prior law

to insolvent debtors and debtors in Title 11

proceedings is repealed, effective for transfers of

stock for debt after December 31, 1994. As a result,

such debtors will be required to reduce their tax

attributes (including, most significantly, net

operating loss carryovers) in an amount equal
to the debt discharged in excess of the fair

market value of the stock transferred.

Tax Tip

The stock-for-debt exception will still apply
if a Title II proceeding is commenced

during 1993.

Real Property Business Debt: Taxpayers
other than C corporations may now exclude

cancellation of debt income arising from the

discharge of ‘qualified real property business

debt’ after December 31, 1992, by electing to

reduce the basis of depreciable real property.

The debtor need not be insolvent orin a

bankruptcy proceeding.

Additional Tax Attributes Reduced: Passive

activity losses and minimum tax credits have

been added to the list of tax attributes that must

be reduced when cancellation of debt income

is excluded by a bankrupt or insolvent debtor,

effective for tax years beginning after

December31, 1993.

Reporting of Cancellation of Debt Income:

Financial institutions and government agencies

are required to file information returns reporting

any cancellation of debt of $600 or more.

Certain Provisions Not Enacted

No “Nanny Tax” Relief: The Act did not include

proposed relief for people who employ domestic

workers, such as babysitters, housekeepers and

yard workers, by raising the threshold for

withholding and paying Social Security taxes

on domestic workers.

Reporting of Service Payments to Corporations
Not Required: Payments made in the course

of a trade or business to noncorporate service

providers must be reported by the payor to the

Internal Revenue Service. The Act did not extend

the reporting requirement to payments made

to corporations.

No Mutual Fund Shareholder Basis Reporting:
Brokers must currently report gross proceeds of

sales, redemptions or exchanges of mutual fund

shares on information returns. A propcsal to

require reporting of tax basis and holding period
information as well was not enacted, so mutual

fund shareholders must continue to keep track

of this information on their own.

The Act did not

include proposed

relief for people
who employ

domestic workers,

such as babysitters.

Tax Bulletin 5



Minuteman Advisory Group on Interlocal Coordination

MEETING NOTICE

September 9, 1993

Hudson Town Hall
Main St.

Hudson

7:30 p.m.

7:45 p.m.

8:00 p.m.

8:15 p.m..

Updates and Briefings

Ft. Devens

•CAC

Enterprise Commission

Regional Housing Task Force

Participation
First Meeting

Sudbury Annex — Four-town Meeting
Subregional Survey and Evaluation
Potential DR1s
Other

Community Reports

Each community will have a brief opportunity to update the

group on local activities of subregional interest

Transportation Issues

Regional. TrcnsportatiOn Plan
TIP Amendments

FY 94 Work Program

MAGIC reps should review the enclosed MAGIC Work

Program Ideas” & “Work Program Proposal” From this starting
point, the group will formulate this year’s work program.

-,

~*IINt1 J.M?.~. ~~1}VIS(~I~ CI~t)IJI’

-

ON I\HRI ()C~t (( )()UT)~’.A1 JUN

do MAPC, 60 Temple PLwe, Boston, MA 02111 617 / 451-2770
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August 26, 1993

TO: Board of Selectmen

FROM: Anne Fanton

SUBJECT: Comments on Strategic Assessment Report (See attached)

Marilyn Wolfson, a member of our Fort Devens Task Force, has been attending the meetings of

the Strategic Assessment Report (SAR) Roundtable Committee, which has been reviewing
development ofthe study reassessing the demand for a Second Major Airport (SMA) and other

alternatives. This is an increasingly complex subject with which I cannot keep up, and I am

pleased that we have a representative on top of it. In fact, when the Task Force meets with us on

Sept. 21, I will suggest that we appoint Marilyn as our second alternate to the Hanscom Field

Advisory Committee. She does seem to have an interest and ifyou recall, Ken Kiemmer wrote us

that he will not be seeking reappointment in the Spring of 1994.

Marilyn was on vacation recently and due to the tight time frame for comments on the SA~(, has

just given me the attached draft comment letter which would have to be submitted by Sept. 2.

Dore’ decided that it could be included in your packets for review and he would sign it if there

were no objection. I have made the minor corrections that are handwritten.

Please call Dore’ by Monday ifyou have an objection or suggested changes. Dore’ and I feel that

it is useflil for us to be on the record. F.Y.I., I have copied the pages on “Scenario Effects” from

the Executive Summary which Marilyn gave to Dore’ and me. My copy is in the Reading File. I

have never seen VHSR before. Very High Speed Rail?? Maglev is ofcourse magnetic levitation,
or train-like vehicles levitated above fixed guideways andpropelled by magnetic fields.



DRAFT

Anne,
Here is a draft letter that Acton could send. We must get the letter to ADL on or before September

2nd. (Letters sent to Jenney are being forwarded to ADL. I thought MAC should be addressee, too

in case our comments do not get published in Vol. ifi.) The phrases like “Scenario Effects” have a

very specific meaning, and I’ve enclosed full copies of the SA.R Vol. I for you and Dore so you can

understand them. I purposely did not elaborate in the draft letter because we have been strongly en

couraged to keep it brief & to the point, and readers of Vol. III will be knowledgeable.

You might want to enclose a cover note with the letter to Burger at ADL stating something like:

_

—~ -

~\ ji~S~C
Although Acton did not have an official representative on the SAR Roundtable Committee, a mem

( ber of our Ft. Devens Task Force was present at most of the meetings. Our town is very concerned \
‘

with future transportation initiatives and we would very much like our comments to be published

LLn Volume Ill of the SAR.

Carol Place’s and John Ekberg’s comments have been incorporated in the draft. Don’t hesitate

to call with questions, etc.
~~2S~—O~ I



DRAFT

1-i&.-~)

Aug~25, 1993

m(.Todd Burger, SAR Project Manager !)ThRobert Jenney, Executive Director

Arthur D. Little, Inc Massachusetts Aeronautics Commission

25 Acorn Park 10 Park Plaza, Room 6620

Cambridge, MA 02140—2390 Boston, MA 02116— 3966

D mr

~i~’l~d€ld Burger and ~b~8tt Jenney:

The Town of Acton is concerned with the recently published SAR~The technical modeling effort

that went into estimating Demand was excellent, but we understand a similar quality effort for esti

mating the Scenario Effects was beyond the scope of the study. In lieu of this, subjective rough esti

mates were put forth, and these are clearly a weakness of the report. Had Scenario Effects been esti

mated properly, the special consideration given Hanscom Air Force Base as a-p~thi~o~~ef

anew large regional/reliever airport probably would not have been warranted. We hope policy mak

ers realize the SAR objective of “identifying the likely effects of pursuing various courses of action”

has only partly been met.

Acton will be following closely future initiatives in high speed transportation for people within and

around our community. We applaud MACfor encouraging ADL to consider several different Facil

ity Elements in the SAR study. The result that “in 2010, VHSRJmaglev offers the largest diversion

of passengers away from Logan International Airport of any facility alternative” demonstrates the

wisdom of this decision.

F. ~r~. i4~~~k c~

~o~Aø+~fl Selectmen

~- &oa~ ~0L~ +

cn~jct ~~

~ (~17~’L) ~t.4) ffl Li~



Executive Summary

Because the capacity of Logan International Airport is measured in aircraft operations,
it was necessary to translate the forecast passenger demand levels into aircraft

operations at Logan International Airport This transhtion then makes it possible to

determine if there would be ~ufflcient capacity at Logan International Airport over the

studypenod.

The forecast passenger demand levels for Logan International Airport in each of the

eight scenarios were translated into both annual and weighted average peak hour

aircraft operations. These aircraft operations estimates were then compared to existing
and projected annual and weighted average peak hour capacity esdmates~

The number of peak hour aircraft operations required to transport a given level of

passenger traffic, assuming that no operating limitations have been imposed on the

carriers (e.g~, peak hour pricing policies to restrict the use of the airport by smallei

aircraft), depends on the:

• Size of the average aircraft (determined separately for air carrier and commuter)

• Mix of air carrier, commuter and general aviation operations

• Load factors ç~. average percentage of seals occupied by passengers on an annual

basis, as well as during the peak hour, separately for both air carner and commuter)

• Peaking characteristics of the airport

A spreadsheet computer model was constructed, based on a capacity analysis model
developed by Massport to take all of these factors into account. This analytical effort

resulted in an estimate of the number of annual and peak hour operations that would

occur based on the passenger level from the demand forecast

In this analysis, each of the aircraft operating variables was forecast in a range with

probabilities of occurrence associated to each. This enabled the SAR team to calculate
the probability that annual and peak hour operations would exceed certain thresholds

corresponding to the known airfIeld capacity of the airport, given average weather
conditions. The application of probabilities and the incorporation of probable industry
operating practices differentiates the SAR study from earlier Massport efforts.

Cnarlo~
The impacts on key stakeholders of each of the facilities is identified for each scenario.
The key stakeholders include:

• The traveling public
• Citizens/residents within the defined market area

• Residents directly or indirectly affected by the infrastructure
• Transport providers

ES-18



Executive Summary

• Employers

The effects are categorized by type, including the:

• Overall performance of the regional transportation system

• EconOmic effects of developing the system

• Economic development and growth resulting from the operation of the regional

transportation system

• Environmental impacts, including noise and air pollution

• Effects on the character of communities in which new facilities or new patterns of

operation axe to be implemented

T1~ SAR highlights the impacts on the surrounding communities and the region of

lndb~n~ing a site in the interim period prior to constniction of a facility or the decision

that it is not needed. Because the Commonwealth has only two basic options in tenns

of landbanking (either to do it now or potentially find appropriate sites unavailable at

some point in the future), and because there are two outcomes associated with the need

for the site (either it will be needed or it won’t), there are four combinations of actions

and outcomes with which policy-makers must contend. These four possible
combinations aie

• Landbank a site and the SMA/LRRA or other transportation facility is ultimately
needed

• Do not land bank either of the SMA sites or land that might be required for other

transport facilities and the SMA/LRRA or other transportation facility is ultimately
not needed

• L.andbank a site and the SMAILRRA or other transportation facility is ultimately
not needed

• Do not land bank either of the SMA sites or land that might be required for other

transport facilities and the SMA/LRRA or ocher transportation facility is ultimately
needed

In the first two action/outcome pairs above, the actions and outcomes appear properly
matched. In the last two action/outcome pairs above, the decisions taken clearly do not

support the outcomes. The problem facing the Commonwealth today is that it is not yet
known with any degree of certainty whether the SMA/LRRA site or land that might be

required for other transportation facilities will in fact be necessaiy. This uncertainty is

attributable to the technical and economical risks associated with both the SMA/LRRA

ES-la
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Executive Summary

and the alternatives to development of a SMA/LRRA. For this reason, the decision

facing policy-makeis concerns:

• Weighing the different costs associated with last two action/outcome pairs

• Judging the other potential impacts of the last two action/outcome pairs

• Msessing the likelihood of each action/outcome pair actually occurring

One impact of landbanking is that an asset is removed from productive use for an

indefinite period. Such an action might preclude certain development options from

ever being exercised. For example, a number of development options have been

publicly discussed for the Ft. Devens site, including:

• Construction of a prison, an intennodal facility, and/or an industrial park
• Creation of new part land

There axe two reasons why landbanking would not necessarily preclude such

developments from occurring. Fu* the Ft. Devens site is large enough to

accommodate more than one use. Second, proposed re-use developments may be

possible at alternate sizes. The SAR study concludes that the cost to the local

communities of landbanking the site is modest compared to the enormous cost to the

Commonwealth of not being able to meet demand should the SMA/LRRA be required
and no sites be available. Similarly, at the Gardner!Winchendon site, there appears
little in the way of alternative uses for the site which could not happen elsewhere in the

vicinity. These conclusions are based on the availability of land for comrnereial

development in the stale and in the particular communities mentioned above.

There remains an issue that the Commonwealth may find public uses for the parcel that

would be difficult to duplicate on non-contiguous or otherwise smaller parcels.
However, such public uses would tend not to have large economic value to the region
by comparison to the economic consequences of not being able to meet high-speed
transportation demand.

1. PotentIal Future Initiatives

1. Introduction

The SAR effort was not commissioned to make ultimate recommendations or set

policy. Such tasks are more properly the direct responsibility of the Commonwealth.

Rather, the SARs objectives are to:

• Analyze and clearly present information for use by decision-makers regarding
high-speed intereity travel demand and capacity to/from the eastern/central

Massachusetts region

• Identify the likely effects of pursuing various courses of action to meet (or not

meet) the expected demand for intercity high-speed transport

ES-20



FT. DEVENS REUSE CENTER

Announces

~©i~1L~~

to develop a

FT. DEVENS REUSE PLAN

• Open to everyone interested in Ft. Deven’s future

• Participants will shape what is to become of the base

• Working sessions designed to put you in the driver’s seat

If you can set-aside five days over the next five months to determine

the fate of Ft. Devens, please plan to attend these workshops!

Thursday afternoons and evenings.frnrn-4-5 00 PM ~

and 6-10:00 PM on the following dates:

August 26

•
September
October 28

November

December

Ft. Devens Officers/Enlisted Club

Shin Avenue, Ft. Devens, MA

-

9~T~

~iniñunitiès :~

& the Massachusetts Government Land Bank

with funding from the

Office of Economic Adjustment, U.S. Dept. of Defense

23

18

16

at the

Ayà • Harvard • Lancaster .Shirley



FT. DEVENS REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOPS

Who Should Attend?
Residents of the Ft. Devens host communities and surroundng region, business owners, managers and

employees of firms affected by the Ft. Devens closure and reuse, Ft Devens employees, agencies,
organizations and firma interested In locating at the new Ft. Devens, local, regional, state and federal

officials involved in closure and reuse should all plan to attend. Participants are welcome to attend any

workshoporpartofakshop,buteachwodpwlllbuildonthelastonesotlytoattendallfive.

What is a Preliminary Reuse Plan?

By the end of this year we hope to have built consensus around a preliminary reuse plan that will

indicate what types of reuse and development should occur on different parts of Ft Devens. Experience
at other bases emphasizes the need to get afl interested parties to *órk together to develop a plan we can

all support. If we can reach consensus on a preliminary plan Through these workshops, we will be

farther ahead than most base closure communities and ready to tackle the challenge of Ft. Devens’

closure. The schedule calls for completion of a preliminary plan by the end of thIs year, to be followed
in 1994 by development of a detailed plan and Town Meeting approvals in late 1994 or eaaly 1995. Ft.

Devens will close in late 1995.

Registration & Briefing Materials

Registration is not required for the workshops and there is no charge or fee. However, if you would

like to receive a package of briefing materials prior to each workshop, please visit the Ft. Devens Reuse

Center or call us at (508) 772-6340, Monday-Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM, and ask to be put on the

Reuse Planning Workshop participant list. Briefing materials will also be available at each workshop
and at the Reuse~ ‘~~-E~E ~

Workshop Leaders
A nationally acclaimed technical planning consultant team, selected jointly by the host communities and
the state, wilt conduct the workshops and prepare briefing materials and supporting data. The team

includes: EOAW. Inc., a Virginia based land planning firm expenenced In military base reuse and large
scale development plans; Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, inc., a Watertown, MA, based environmental

planning and engineering firm; RKG Associates, Inc., one of the most experienced military base reuse

market analysis and development firms in the country; Cecil & Rizvi, Inc., a Boston based architectural
firm specializing in innovative building reuse; SAR EngineerIng, Inc., a mechanical and electrical

systems engineering company; Meredith & Grew, Inc., one of the most experienced full service market
research and brokerage firma In New England; Haley & Aldrich, Inc., hazardous waste and geotechnical
specialists; Foley Hoag & Eliot law firm; and, John çynch, former. peputy Director of the Office of
Economic Adjustment and a~n expert on successful base reusè. This team was selected because of their
relevant experience and their commitment to working with us to build consensus for reuse.

Directions to the~Ft.; Veve /kejI/Enltsted Club~ ~ -~

From the Verbeck Gate .atw. Main StrOet gb& ralghto hèiànAveflue, takó~thIrdI~ft ihtä~Offlceis
Club parking Jot. From Jackson Gate at Rout 2 proceed sfral~t on Jackson Road until end, turn left
onto Givry Street and an immediate right onto Sherman Avenue. Proceed on Sherman Avenue to sign on

right for Officers Club (at Parade Ground Flag Pole).

For additional information about the Reuse Planning Workshops or any other Ft Devens reuse

issue, please contact the:

Ft. Devens Reuse Center

Building P-5, Antietam Street, Ft. Devens

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 350, Ayer, MA 01432-0350

(508) 772-6340 Fax (508) 772-7577
8111193



Welcome...
to the first issue of the Ft Devens Reuse Update, &
monthly highlight of progress and upcoming events

to convert Ft. Devens to successful civilian use. We

hope this will help to keep you~.up to speed with..

rapidly developing plans for the base. Please send

along any suggestions you may have for future

editions. lfyouarenotonourmailinglistandwould
like to receive this and other notices, please call or

write the Ft Devens Reuse Center, or better yet drop
by and visit Monday-Friday from &O0 am to 5OOpm~

~ -/\~ —..-~f:

South ~PöSt Preservation
Effort Moves Forward

Following an enthusiastic crowded meeting held by Devens Under Consideration for
Lancaster Selectmen m July, the Joint Boards of

~ ~ A .1

Selectmer~,has joined forces with the Nashua R4v~r
‘~“~ .‘.~!“ ~ iiCCOUfliifl9

~
Foundation and leading natiorill eñviranméi~iai Base Realignment and CIbsür~ military
organizations to seek Congressional action to protect installations such as Ft. Devens are being
the natural habitat of Ft Devens’ 4,600 acre South considered for siting of 5-15 Defense Finance and

Post training area should the Army ever decide to AccOUnting System (DFAS) facilities that will

surplus the property. A study conducted by the US. each employ betweefl .1,000-4,000 people. Ft.

Fish and Wildlife Agency last year indicated Devens, which has iImàlt DFAS facihty~already
significant wetlands and potential endangered on post, has been aiked ~by the Department of

species habitats on the South Post ich are unique Defense to submit information about buildings
to our region. We will be working closely with suitable for DFAS use;: .~. The Joint Boards of

Congressmen Meehan, Olver and Blute as well as Selectmen decided in July that its first priority
Senators Kennedy and Keriy on .this Important eiíort

~.

was to secure a site for Massachusetts. With

If you would lilri to help, ~call ~l Reuse center or: DOD’s new site seie~bon cntera, Ft. Devens may
Joan Allen at. the• Nashua River Watershed have a bettersiibtihió time around. Over 2,000
Association (508) 448-0299

~ DOD cMllan posWoni,at,Oevene are threatened
~ ~ ~ bythebasiclosure ~-

The 92,000 military retirees in New England who $
-.

& Pt!Vlroiiniental Work~pn” Fast-rc~
depend on Ft Devens fo~~beneflts. and services : The future D?vensPederalPnson Medical ‘Comp!ex
received good news tlüs weei ~*s~eñ Senator~

- moved two steIn. closer to. reality, this month as the

announced approval by th~ S~iate Armed services
House and Senate approved over $72 million for-

Committee of a pilot program to keep the Ft Dev~
construction in the next fiscal year budget and the

Commissary open after the base doses in 1995. The
Bureau of Prisons started work the reluired

new 80,000 square foot Commissary, completed just in
environmental reviews. Development of the first

1991, currently has 83 employees and is very~ phase, reuse of the existing Cutler Army hospital
with local arid regional retirees. We will keep you

will get underway in 1994. The Center will offer

posted with details of the pilot project as they are
between 350-500 new jobs for the hard hit north

developed. - central Massachusetts region and over 1,000

~ ..~,
-

~



Selectmen Re-organize
Devens Reuse Effort

At its August meeting, the Joint Boards of Selectmen

revamped its two year old base reuse effort to better

meet the many demands and opportunities faced by
the host communities. Numerous committees and

working groups formed over time were consolidated

into four main committees:

• Development
• Reuse Planning
• Environment

• South Post/OxBow Refuge

Sub-committees include Federal Prison, Geographic
Information System, EnviroTech Center ‘and Moore

Airfield. The Joint Planning Boards and c~ther town

boards will continue to have a significant role in all

aspects of the reuse effort If you are interested in

joining a committee, please call the Ft. Devens Reuse

Center. -

. ?~: ServIce~ Issues ~
After months of planning and: research~ the Reuse:

Centers Geographic Information~System (GIS) is up~
and running, and is’already ‘being used by host

community public safety officials and other

departments to find more cost’ effective ways to

deliver municipal services. Funded by the MA

Executive Office of Communities and Development,
the Office of Economic Adjustment of the Dept. of
Defense and the towns, the GIS will also play a vital

role in assisting local and state planners to develop
models for reuse of Ft. Devens and to forge local

economic development efforts. The system is

available for use by all town boards and agencies.

Devens EnviroTech Center

Concept Beqins to Snowball

Academics, industry leaders, environmentalists and

state and local officials have been holding regular
meetings throughout the summer to develop plans for

an Environmental Technology and Training Center at

Devens. Conceived at the Ft. Devens Charrette last

spring, the EnviroTech Center would assist

researchers and Industry to develop new

environmental technologies and provide training
opportunities to meet the demand of the fast growing
environmental industry in New England. Early work
has sparked the interest of four ~ompanies which are

looking at developing new technology demonstrations
at Devens. Call the Reuse Center for the next meeting
date. ‘‘~ ‘~ ~ ~ -

Army, State’ and Towns

Working .Toget~er.on...
Environmental ‘irnp~aot~(ement

In order to avoid costly delays and legal challenges
encountered at other dosed military bases, the Army,
state and host communities have forged a partnership
committing the different levels of vemment to work

EnvI~onr~iental Impact �t~qd~fof~se
dosure. The agreement piovideithe’iowns with

timely access to environmental data and analysis as

it is developed by the Army Corps of Engineers. The

towns and the state have agreed to assist the ‘Army
by providing information about the region and in

-

.
-, ~-. — -:,..~

,

-

accelerating review of documents. -~Compiebon of the

E1S is scheduled for Juñé of f995 with state

environmental review following sevèrál :- months

later.

I~1’-~ ~

--~: -~
~ f3 ~ — -

Reuse CenterG1S
1:~S~1~2~~

Mark your caIendarsfór~five’upcoming

~ntNy~qoeio~t
‘~- •:..~ o~Aug~jS 26 ps ~ ~

-..
• Octob~er 28

-

‘

• November 18- -

--

• December 16

Thursday afternoons and evenings from 1-5:00

pm and 6-10:00 pm at the FL Devens Officers &

Enlisted Club. Call the Reuse Center for more

information at (508) 772-6340.
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Ft. Devens Reuse Center.
Ay.r • Hariard • Lancast., • Shirlay
B14 P.6; Ant!etamBtr..t, Ft. D..n.

P.O. Box 360, Ay.r, MA 01432-0360.
~~° ~

Wo~*~nqiog.thir for R~ D.~.n.’ Futui
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FT. DEVENS REUSE CALENDAR
August11, 1993

AUGUST/OCTOBER 1993

Tuesday Aug. 17, 1993 JOINT PLANNING BOARDS

HIldreth House, Harvard 7:30 pm
Working meeting of host community Planning Boards and h,terested citizens.

Thursday Aug. 26, 1993 REUSE PLANMNG WORKSHOP

Ft. Devens Officers Ciub 1-5:00 pm and 6-10:00 pm
First of a series of monthty woi*shops to develop a Ft. Devens Reuse Plan. This workshop will focus on

the physical opportunities and constraints, including facilities available for reuse, environmental and

infrastructure issues, and ideas from other military bases. Please mark your calendar and plan to

participate

Thursday Sept. 2, 1993 MEPA CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MTG

Ft. Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm

Month’y meeting of Citizen Advisory Committee for the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA)
review of Devens reuse plans.

Thursday Sept. 9, 1993 JOINT BOARDS OF SELECTMEN MEETiNG

Ft. Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm

Monthly meeting of Selectmen, of F~ Devens host communities of Ayer, Harvard, Lancaster and Shirley.
A/ia residents, interested patties and regional representatives encouraged to attend. Agenda available

from Ft. Devens Reuse Center and TowAs Halls one week prior to meeting.

Thursday Sept. 23, 1993 REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOP
Ft. Devens Officers Club 1-5:00 pm and 6-10:00 pm
Second of a series of monthly workshops to develop a Ft. Devens Reuse Plan. This workshop will focus on

private and public market opportunities, and determining ranges of possible uses for areas of the base.

Please markyour calendar and plan to participate

Thursday Oct. 7, 1993 SUPERFUND TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMI1TEE

Building 2602, Ft. Devens 1:30 pm
Quarterly meeting of Ft Devens Superfund clean-up review committee to discuss latest findings of Atmy
investigations and proposed remediation plans.

Thursda~ Oct. 7, .1993
•~~

Ft. Devens Reuse Center 7:00 pm
Monthly meeting of Citizen Advisory Commiteó for the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA)
rewew ofDevens reuse~ans. -~

- ,~ 4

~~fiâ~~~5~w
Ft Devens Reuse Center~ ~79Qpm~?r~V~ ~ ~

Monthly meeting of Se!ectr n of Ft. Dev~ns~ c~mmunitIes of Ayer,. Ha,vard, Lancaster and Shfrley.
Area residents, interested ~iártIes and reglth7al t~dprès~ntativ~s èncoL raged to attend. Agendi available
from Ft. Devens Reuse Center and Town Halls one week prior to meeting.

Thursday Oct. 28,1993 REUSE PLANNING WORKSHOP
Ft. Devens Officers Club 1-5:00 pm and 6-10:00 pm
Third of a senes of monthly workshops to develop a Ft. Devens Reuse Plan. This workshop will focus on

developing reuse alternative plans for the Main and North posts.

FOR ADDITiONAL INFORMATiON, please contact Ft. Devens Reuse Center at (508) 772-6340.
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An invitation for you to decide Ft. Devens’ future!
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- A partnership effort of the
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Ft. Devens Host Communities

Ayer • Harvard • Lancaster • Shirley

& the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts

Massachusetts Government Land Bank

ideas; energy and participation
workshops starting August 26

the Ft. DevensRéti~é Plan.

for

to

Ft.’ Dévens Reuse Center
Aver • Harvard • Lancaster. Shirley

Bldg. P.5, Antietam Street, Ft. Devens

P.O. Box 350, Ayer, MA 01432.0350

Nancy Tavinier

Acton Town Hd

ActonMA, MA 01720

orking Together for Ft. Devens’ Future

Shirley, MA 01464

Permit #24

Dated Material Enclosed!



Proposed Revisions to Statewide

Ridesharing Regulation

The cunent statewide regulation requiring

employers with 250 or more employees to

submit plans to reduce the number of single

occupancy vehicle trips to the worksite is

expected to be enforced or revised as pait of

the 1993 State Implementation Plan (SW).
The task force for the Clean Air Action Plan

for Transportation is the group considering
ridesharing proposals. Their recoinmenda

tions will be submitted to the Department of

Environmental Protection SW steering
committee for submittal to the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency on

November 15, 1993.

Mayor Mann and the City ofNewton will host

a DEP briefing on Monday, September 13, at

9:00 a.m., for local elected officials and

ity/town administrators on proposed new

ndesharing regulations and other Task Force

findings.
Contact: Rachel Kuropatwa

Fall Council Meeting

To ensure local official input and involvement

in the Regjonal Transportation Plan (which
must be submitted to the fedanl government
by October 1) the Fall Council meeting,
traditionally held in October, has been

changed to Tuesday, September 21, 1993.

The meeting will kick-off at 3:30 p.m. at the

Wellesley College Club. Stay tuned for more

information.

Contact: Donna Howard

Transportation Plan Public

Participation

Community representatives, state and local

officials, public interest groups, and citizens

attended the MAPC/JRTC hosted meetings on
the Transportation Plan held August 2,4,9
and 10. Concerns raised at these meetings
included transportation improvements impact
on development; improved accessibility to

transit, sidewalks, and the transportation

net~uk in general; the need for bicycle and

freight transportation ünprovexnents and

Chapter 90 finding issues. Copies ofthe

Transportation Plan are available through
MAPC’s Public Information Office.

Communities are reminded that the dri~tfline

for public comment is September 3rd.

MAPC has also compiled an appendix ofthe

comments received to date. The document

will be updated shortly after the September
3rd comment deadline and will be available

upon request at the Public Information Office

Contact Donna Howard

In Recognition Of

Gail M. Olive, a long.sthnding and valued

member ofthe Council, died at the New

Fi~gIsntl Medical Center mBostcn en June

27, 1993. Gail served on the MetroWest

Growth }v4anag~n~t Committee and as

Weflesley’s alternate on the Council

(appointed in August, 1981). She will be

deeply missed.

Timetable for State CHAS

EOCD has held statewide hearings on bousing
needs in preparation for a revision to its

CHAS (Comprehensive Housing Affordability
Strategy). The CHAS specifies how the state

will allocate housing dollars for the next five

years. and is important to local communities,

particularly those that rely solely on the state

for housing assistance. MAPC testified at the

Boston hearings, encouraging consistency
with the principles ofMetroPlan 2000.

Communities are urged to provide input to

EOCD to enswe that future programs meet

th~ needs

Written comments on housing needs will be

accepted through Sept 30. The draft CHAS

will be available in mid to late October, with

a 30-day comment period thereafter. EOCD’s

goal is to submit the final CHAS early in

December, in advance of the December 31,
1993 deadline. Contact Kate Racer (617)
fl7-7824 or Judy Alland at MAPC.

MAPC Joins Harbor Island

Tour with Babbitt & Studds

MaPCs Vice President, William Constable

and staffer, Martin Pillsbury joined Interior

Secretary Bruce Babbitt and Congressman
Gerry Studds on Saturday, July 31st at the

George~s Island press conference announcing a

new federal initiative tO study the inclusion of

the Boston Harbor Islands in the National

Park System. With the help ofCongressman
Studds, a $250,000 app~optiation is expected
by Congress for the National Park Service

—. MAPC ~ots the original Boston
Harbor Islands Comprehensive Plan more

than twenty years ago and continues to be

interested in the use and mmlagement ofthese

regionally significant resources.

Contact Ma,iin PilLsbwy

Water Supply Protection

The SouthWest, lpswich/North Coastal, and

Cape Ann Water Supply Protection study
efforts have been boosted, with the help of

MAPC interns Erin Kelly, Jim Gascoigne, and
Jason Kass. ilie SouthWest Water Supply
Protection Plan is near completion with public
meetings expected this fall. Watershed

delineations, data collection on potential
sources of conthnlin*tion, and review of local

bylaws and regulations continue on the

Ipswicli/North Coastal and Cape Ann Water

Supply Plans. Draft plans will be complete in

the early fall.

Collectively, the twa plans address weter

supply protection needs for the

DanverslMiddleton water system. and for

municipal systems in Peabody, Topafield,
Gloucester, and Rockpoit
Contact Ma,yElhn Sthloas

Cabinet Day

MAPC joined the MetroWest Growth

Management Committee in welcoming
Governor Weld, LL Governor Cdllucci, and

the Cabinet Secretaries to MetroWest on

August 3rd. The day-long visit began with a

canoe trip on the Charles River, and ended

I
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with an open-to-the-public cabinet meeting in

rramjngham and a televised town meeting in

rlboroug~.

Bicyde Advisory Committee

MAPC is forming a Bicycle Mvisofy
Committee to assist in the development ofa

bicycle component to the zaportation
element ofMetroPlan 2000. The committee

will begin its work at the end of the month in

September. mapping a regional bikeway
system and developing policies to emourage

bicycling as a form of transportation.
Recreational and commuter cyclists from
around the region are encouraged to join the

committee.

Contact: Joan Blaustein

Corridor Report

The Route 9 corridor repozt has been released

and is available through the Me(IOWCSt

Office. Contact Kathy Bartolini at

(508) 651-7350

NewsNote

MAPC’s President, Edmund Tarallo and

Executive Director, David Soule were

featured in the August 22nd broadcast of

Boston This Week, a WSSH (99.5 FM) news

and information program. Host Jordan Rich

interviewed Tarallo and Soule in an 18-

minute segment on The Transportation Plan

and what it means to communities in the

MAPC region.
Contact: Donna Howard

Interlocal Agreements

The Executive Office of Communities and

Development is seeking copies of interlocal

agreements for any cooperetive activity among
two or more Massachusetts communities for

incorporaton in the Bureau ofPlanning and
Regionalism’s database of cooperative
municipal activities. Information may be sent

to: Hilazy Spector, Regionalism Coordinator,
EOCD, Room 1803,100 Cambridge St.
Boston, MA 02202.

The project is coming to a close with final

updates and quality control checks in

progress. Mapping has begun using a new

base map from MassfGIS. Look for a mailing
in mid-September to offer input on )viw

town’s data. When final reviews are in, data

will be sent to the Massachusetts Alliance for

Economic Development (a group of public
utilities), and the state’s Office ofBusiness

Development for active marketing.
Contact: Laure CIa,*

CDCs

A vote is scheduled for the September
Executive Committee and Fall Council,

designating Salem, Gloucester and Peabody
Central Business Districts (CBDs) as

Concentrated Development Centers. If

designated, the centers will be placed on the

regional development map as target areas for

infrastructure investments. Concentrating
development where the infrastructure exists to

support it, is one of the principles of

MetroPlan 2000, the Council’s development
plan for the region.
Contact: Kent Stasiowsid

Regional Environmental Forum

MAPC’s Executive Director will be the guest

speaker at the Essex County Regional
Environmental Coalition (ECREC) forum

scheduled for Thursday, September 23rd.

Administered by the Mass Audubon (North
Shore), ECREC promotes regional solutions

to environmental problems.

Environmental Reviews

MAPC recently reviewed and distributed the

following environmental reviews:

FreminpJ~mnIResident Care Nursing Home
Boston/New England Medical Center

Boston/New Air Service

Marlboro/Wachusett Interim Corrosion

Control Facility
Marshfleld/Wasfy’s Restaurant

BostcalCentral Artely Third Harbor tunnel

Bost~R Lcga~ntmnational Mport
Contact: Kent Stasi~,wsJd

GM Facility Reuse

General Motors/Argonaut Realty, the town of

Frnminghfiin and the MetroWest Chamber of

Commerce held a press conference in

Framninghain on Wednesday, August 4th to

present the findings of the Fremingham GM

Facility Reuse Study sponsored by the

General Motors/Argonault Realty, the town of

Franunghaim the MetroWest Chamber of

Commerce, Boston Edison and the South

Middlesex Opportunity Council. For more

information contact Fred Rubin, Vice

President for Business Development at the

MetroWest Chamber ofCommerce

(508) 879-5600.

September Calendar

MetroPlan 2000 Committee

Finance Committee

~ner Core

NSTF

MAGIC

MWRA Wastewater

Advisoiy Committee

MAPC Local Officials &

Adznin. Newton City Hall

12:00p.m. Officers

7:30 p.m. N. Coastal Waler Comm.

Middleton

MPO Liaison Committee

NSPC Wilmington
Executive Committee

Three Rivers

So. Shore Solid waste

Norwell

7:30 p.m. MetroWest Water Res.

Natick

So. Shore Coalition Scituate

Cambridge Reservoir

Adviso~ Committee

Waltham

SWAP Milford

Council Meeting Wellesley
Economic Dev. Policy
Committee

Vacant Site Survey

7 900a.m.

12:00 p.m.
8 10:00a.m.

9 4:00p.m.
7:30 p.m.

10 10:00a.m.

13 9-12p.m.

14 1000a.m.

15 8:00a.m.

9:00 a.m.

4:00p.m.
730 p.m.

16 730p.m.
730 p.m.

21 800a.m.

3:30 p.m.
30 12:00 p.m.

Call ahead to confirm time and place.
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ACTON E~G~NEERING rj~T.

TO: TIP Liaisons

FR: Daniel J. Fortier, Chief Transportation Planner

RE: JRTC Meeting on the Transportation Improvemefft Program
Amendments

Please note that the Joint Regional Transportation Committee (JRTC)
will meet on September 1, 1993 at 3:30 PM in Conference Room 4 to

discuss the Transportation Improvement Program Amendments. This is

a special meeting to only address the TIP amendment package.

If you are unable to make this meeting and would like your comments

transmitted to the JRTC please get them to me before the first.

tdmund P. Tarallo, President William C. Constable, Vice-President

David C. Soule, Executive Director

Dianne M. Shea, Secretaiy Richard A. Easier, Treasurer

PRINTEDON R~’~LED PAP~



RECEIVED & FILED

J99J’

2~Z~
~~4’-TOWN SLERK, ACTON

MASSACHUSETTS

BOARD OF APPEALS

DECISION NO. 93-12

DECISION ON THE PETITION BY CHARLES KADISON. JR. FOR

SUN REFINING & MARKETING. 421 MASS. AVENUE

A public hearing or the ACTON BOARD OF APPEALS was held In Room 126 of the Acton

Town Hall, Acton, Massachusetts on Monday, August 2, 1993 at 6 PM on the petition by
Charles Kadison, Jr. for Sun Refining & Marketing, 421 Mass. Avenue, Acton for a

Variance from the requirements of Section 4.3.6.2 of the Zoning Bylaw to allow a post-

development reduction in the amount of annual rainfall being captured and recharged to

the groundwater at the subject site.

Members of the Board of Appeals present were Malcolm Burdine, Chairman; Duncan Wood,

Clerk; and Stephen Crockett, Member. Also present were Valerie Sipprelle, Board of

eals Secretary; Garry Rhodes, Building Commissioner; Charles Kadison Jr., attorney
1or Petitioners; Frank Quigley of Eastern Consultants, engineer for the petitioners; and

Barbara and James McBride, abutting landowners.

Mr. Burdine read the petition, noted file contents, and explained hearing procedures.

The Board of Appeals, after considering the materials submitted with the petition

together with the information developed at the public hearing, finds that:

(1) The site is underlain by shallow ledge and dense low permeability soils.

(2) The maintenance and operation of an adequate sanitary wastewater disposal system
at the site has been a problem in the past, and the infiltration of stormwater at the site

will further complicate the operation of the leaching field.

(3) Underdrains have been installed along the uphill portion of the site to intercept

groundwater from upsiope. This is part of the effort to lower the water table near the

wastewater leach field. Infiltration of stormwater is in conflict with that effort,
necessitated by the requirements of the leach field design.

Acton Zoning Board or Appeals Hearing ~93-12 Page i or 3
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BOARD OF APPEALS

(4) The proposed catch basin will store the Initial portion of a storm, but It is very
•

likely to overflow at the surface for most storms, except for very minor rainfall events,
since the very low infiltration rate will not be able to keep up with inflow.

• (5) The alternative at the site is to connect the storm drains In Route III,
Massachusetts Avenue. The Mass DPW has approved the connection of the site’s drains to

the system in the roadway, which drains eastward to Cole’s Brook.

As a result of the above findings, the Board of Appeals concludes that:

(I) The lack of the incremental recharge at this site will not significantly reduce the

erall recharge to Acton’s groundwater systems, due to the fact that the site’s soils

r~ave very limited recharge potential.

(2) The community’s interests are better served by not requiring the recharge at a

location where the successful operation of a wastewater disposal system is already
constrained by high groundwater conditions.

(3) The soil conditions and lot shape at the site are of such character as to make

enforcement of the recharge requirement inappropriate at this location.

(4) AllowIng a variance from the recharge requirements at this site Is consistent with

the Acton Master Plan, which acknowledges the variation in soil condition limitations

throughout the Town.

Based upon the findings and conclusions, the Board voted unanimously to GRANT the

request for a Variance to the allow a post development reduction in the amount of annual

rainfall captured and recharged at the subject site.

MASSACHUSETtS

Acton Zoning Board or Appeals Hearing *93_12 Page 2 of 3



BOARD OF APPEALS

Any person aggrieved by this decision may appeal pursuant to the provisions of

Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 40A, Section 17, within twenty (20) days after

this decision is fled with the Acton Town Clerk.

TOWN OF ACTON

BOARD OF APPEALS

Duncan Wood

Clerk

I certify that c2pies of this decision have been filed with the Acton Town Clerk

and Planning 8oard on ~(d4— ~?�‘ 1993.

La~L 9. ~
Valerie Sip~frel1e ~‘

Secretary
Board of Appeals

MASSACHUSETrS

Malcolm Burdine

Chairman

Acton Zonino Board of Aooeals Hearing *9312 Page 3 or 3



TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: August 25, 1993

TO: Board of Selectmen

FROM: Valerie Sipprelle, Board of Appeals Secretary
SUBJECT: Nagog Development, Board of Appeals Hearmg #93-14

Please find enclosed copies of the Variance request by Nagog Development, along
with the remaining file contents, for your perusal.

(980)

I-



Ccpy
Date Received~/P3 Date Received

TOWN CLERK BOARD OF APP S

By~ L~L MASSAOIUSETTS By
:

BOARD OF APPEALS

(FORM 5)

PETITION FOR VARIANCE

July 30, 19 93

ai,l
VWe hereby petition the Board of Appeals for a public hearing and a variance

from the requirements of,(Sections______________ of the Zoning By-Law’~ as

provided by G.L. chapter 40A, Section 10 to allow:

* which are affected by the doctrine of merger insofar as is necessary to allow

7—3 of Assessor’s Plan B4 to be treated as a separate independent lot for

zoning purposes irrespective of the ownership of adjoining lots

Respectfully sui:xnitted

Nago Development Company

Signed
_______________________________

rk .Vare Managing General Partner
etition~r j

I~ame Nagog Development Company

Address One Nagog Park, Acton, MA

Phone # ( 263—1125

Nago~ Development Company
Signed ~2~’ /~

____________________________

General Partner

Name Nagog Development Company

Address One Nagog Park

________________________________________

Acton,_MA_01720

Phone * ( 263—1125

A variance may be granted by the Board of Appeals only if all the conditions, given

in Section 10.5.5 are met. The Board may impose conditions, safeguards, and

limitations as a part of their decision (Section X-D).
Revised 8/5/88

OFFICE USE ONLY

Four copies of petition?
_____________

Location map?
________________________

Plot plans?
__________________________

Additional briefs?
___________________

List of abutters and

other interested

parties?

Fee — $lO0.O0/125 abutter~
$l25.OO/26+ abutters?-” j~

Next Hearing Date? c/1?,/13 No*?3(4
(~



LOCUS MAP

I

I

I

S..

\•\ 4TZc%

I

I

I

e
S

/

I

/

I

S

~1
r

/

,.

/

,.

oc

ACORN ~RK

Ii

I

RAILROAD



ABUTTERS LIST

TOWN OF ACTON
Board of Assessors

472 Main Street

Acton, Massachusetts 01720

Telephone (508) 264-9622
Fax (508) 264-9630

B40 007 003

B40 002 003

B40 007 001

B40 007 004

B40 003 000

B40 008 001

B40 002002

B40 002 000

B40 007 002

B40 007 000

B40 003001

B40 008 000

B40 006 001

B40 001 000
B50 002 000

MAP & PLOT OWNER

B40 008003 Nagog Woods

Town of Concord

008 002 Setra Systems, Inc.

006 Spoondrift Realty Tr.

do Kenneth Barr

Town of Littleton
002 001 Marvin Weinstein
004 Digital Equipment

014
B50 003 000

MAILING ADDRESS

List attached

Water District

45 Nagog Park, Acton 01720

581 Great Road, Acton 01720

58 Woodbine Circle, Needham 02192

Prop. Dev. MSO 2-3/H16

146 Main St., P.O. Box 404, Maynard
01754

Abutters and owners of land directly opposite on any public or private street or way
and abutters to the abutters within three hundred feet of the property line all as they
appear on the most recent applicable tax list.

HEARING NOTICES FOR ALL SPECIAL PERMITS MUST BE SENT TO THE

PLANNING BOARD, TOWN HALL IN THE FOLLOWING TOWNS:

Boxborough, MA 01719

Carlisle, MA 01741

Concord, MA 01742

Littleton, MA 01460

Maynard, MA 01754

Stow, MA 01775

Sudbury, MA 01776

Westford, MA 01886

LOCUS:

009 Cheney Realty Trust

do John Cheney 66 Nonset Path, Acton 01720

Town of Westford

Nagog Woods Comm. Corp.72 Nonset Path, Acton 01720

Joseph Tabbi 19 Plainfield Street, Jamaica Plain
02130

July 30, 1993



Betsy .T. Jackson
Administrative Clerk



FY 1993

NAGOG WOODS

Gerald Rondoe

James Cameron

Bernard Weinstein

Peter Rosner

Gurmeet Bazaz

Bryant Muenzin

do Lam Coidwell Banker

Anita Rossien

John Tracy
Karen Blomberg
Nancy Werrbach

Gennady Levitsky
Judith Lyttle
John Negron
Charles P. Davis, Jr.

Nancy Gendron

Robert Horn & Niela Miller

Wai—Chew Cheong
John Kenney
Patrick Varley
Phyllis Talbot

Larue Holteen

Marion Merrick

Ronald Muller

Suzanne McGuire

Joseph Ecker, Sr.

Scott Beihier

Patricia Dudley
Gordon Robinson

Dr. Timothy Halligan
Joanne Fahey
Beverly Beust

Jens P. Dybwad

Tom Durso & Barbara Young.
Susan Martin

Madelynn Clark

Bryant Muenzen

do Lam Coidwell Banker

Emma Del Real

Linda Onuska

John O’Connell

Nancy Carvelle

Kathryn Somerville

Richard Lonibardo

Richard Berger
Eugenia Atakov

Joan L. Parker

Peter Dolan

Robert Coan

33 Hemlock Hill, Carlisle 01741

115 waterside Clearing
114 waterside Clearing
113 waterside Clearing
112 Waterside Clearing

380 Mass. Ave. Acton 01720

110 waterside Clearing
125 Waterside Clearing
124 Waterside Clearing
123 Waterside Clearing
122 Waterside Clearing
121 Waterside Clearing
120 Waterside Clearing
130 Butternut Hollow

131 Butternut Hollow

132 Butternut Hollow

133 Butternut Hollow

134 Butternut Hollow

135 Butternut Hollow

140 Butternut Hollow

141 Butternut Hollow

142 Butternut Hollow

143 Butternut Hollow

144 Butternut Hollow

145 Butternut Hollow

146 Butternut Hollow

147 Butternut Hollow

150 Butternut Hollow

151 Butternut Hollow

152 Butternut Hollow

153 Butternut Hollow

19 Kessler Farm Dr.

Nashua, NH 03063

165 Split Rock Road

164 Split Rock Road

163 Split Rock Road

380 Mass. Ave. Acton 01720

160 Split Rock Road

161 Split Rock Road

170 Split Rock Road

171 Split Rock Road

3 Rio Grande Dr.ChelmsfOrd 01824

173 Split Rock Road

174 Split Rock Road

175 Split Rock Road

176 Split Rock Road

177 Split Rock Road

616 Old Stonebrook

B40 101

101

101

101

101

101

101

102

102

102

102

102

102

103

103

103

103

103

103

103

104

104

104

104

104

104

104

105

105

105

105

105

106

106

106

106

106

106

107

107

107

107

107

107

107

107

108

034

035

036

037

038

039

040

041

042

043

044

045

046

001

002

003

004

005

006

007

008

009

010

011

012

013

014

015

016

017

018

019

020

021

022

023

024

025

026

027

028

029

030

031

032

033

047



Andrew Cobin

Scott Andersen

Bruce Timbie

Claire Soja
Lawrence Bakst

Rolf Wetzell

Steven Bloom

Norman Fujiyoshi
John F. Morrison

David Gavin

Nathan Phillips
John Tracy
Ellen Crompton
FBB Realty Tr.

Leon Nintz

Robert 3. Abramson

Jean Luck

Hugo Perez

Jay Frolick

Michael J. Ames

Robert Gardella

Gayle E. Quinn
Vod Hatch

Caroline Moss

Rick S].ag].e
Karen Tallarida

Thomas Mikes

Indulis Pommers

Anna Zisch

Cheryl Hammar

Yvonne Quist.
Martin Benawitz

Donna Schilling
Edna Duncan

Robert 3. Desmond

Mary-do Owen

Dorn Lucy

Francisco Faria

Francis Parker

Robert Gabel

Mary Vanmovrik

Daniel Klein

Shelly Kassman

Mary Ann Patterson

Gerald Kubik

Edward Adelman

William Heuss

Richard Pfeifer

170 Benevue Rd. Wellesley 02181

614 Old Stonebrook

613 Old Stonebrook

612 Old Stonebrook

611 Old Stonebrook

271 Brown Bear

665 Pheasant Hill

666 Pheasant Hill

663 Pheasant Hill.

664 Pheasant Hill

662 Pheasant Hill

661 Pheasant Hill.

648 Pheasant Hill

647 Pheasant Hill

646 Pheasant Hill

645 Pheasant Hill

858 No. 12th St.

Arkadelphia, ARK 71923

643 Pheasant Hill

642 Pheasant Hill

641 Pheasant Hill

625 Pheasant Hill

624 Pheasant Hill

623 Pheasant Hill

622 Pheasant Hill.

621 Pheasant Hill

607 Old Stonebrook

605 Old Stonebrook

606 Old Stonebrook

10 Rogers St. #204

Cambridge 02142

603 Old Stonebrook

602 Old Stonebrook

601 Old Stonebrook

541 Old Stonebrook

542 Old Stonebrook

5 Robinwood Road

544 Great Elm Way
85—18 118th Street

Kew Garden, NY 11415

546 Great Elm Way
408 Edgetree Drive

Murrysville, PA 15668

548 Great Elm Way
549 Great Elm Way
6 Roberts Road

538 Old Stonebrook

537 Old Stonebrook
536 Old Stonebrook

48 Willow Street, Acton 01720

534 Old Stonebrook

533 Old Stonebrook

10 Rogers St. #204

108

108

108

108

108

109

109

109

109

109

109

109

110

110

110

110

110

110

110

110

110

111

111

111

111

112

112

112

112

112

112

112

114

114

114

114

114

048

049

050

051

052

053

054

055

056

057

058

059

060

061

062

063

064

065

066

067

068

069

070

071

072

073

074

075

076

077

078

079

080

081

082

083

084

114 085

114 086

Charlotte Sutherland

L.E. Boston

114

114

115

115

115

115

115

115

115

115

087

088

089

090

091

092

093

094

095

096



Cambridge 02142

115 097

116 100

116 101

120 140

120 141

120 142

Abdul F. Choonavala
do Lichenstein

Henry, Robert E.., Jr.

Janet Potter

James Walsh

Arthur Hassett

Jens Dywad

Tak—Yuk Lam

Naomi Lerman

Andrew Birol

Robert Fitzer

Wilhelmina McDowell

Jacqueline Roche

Annette lafrate

Kathryn McAdoo

Diane Manhoff

Edward Petzoldt

Antonio Scippa
Alexander McGuiness

Gary Zeitser

Billy White

Jonah Laufer

Derek Little

Michael Pyle
Yuva]. Shohet

Daniel Finn

Leslie Warner

Chas. Home Mtg. Co.

George Lussier

Martha Belden

Janice Ketonen

Rosanna Dearness

John Hummel

Ann Sandford
Richard Dumais

Andrew Gearnieri

Nina Tang
Jo An Bagleo
Leonard Smith

Elnora Gizzie

Richard Lent

Jeffrey Cooper

John Quinn

Wendy Wolff

Anna Zisch

international P1. *1120

Boston 02110

517 Tumbling Hawk

563 Manet Terr.

Sunnyvale, CA 94087

515 Tumbling Hawk

514 Tumbling Hawk

19 Kessler Farm Dr.

Nashua, NH 03063

512 Tumbling Hawk

51]. Tumbling Hawk

577 Great Elm Way
576 Great Elm Way
575 Great Elm Way
574 Great Elm Way
573 Great Elm Way
572 Great Elm Way
571 Great Elm Way
558 Great Elm Way
559 Great Elm Way
551 Great Elm Way
552 Great Elm Way
365 Haze]wood Dr.

Atlanta, GA 30311

554 Great Elm Way
555 Great Elm Way
556 Great Elm Way
557 Great Elm Way
599 Great Elm Way
598 Great Elm Way
135 Chestnut Ridge Rd.

Monvale, NJ 07645

593 Pine Cone Strand

592 Pine Cone Strand

591 Pine Cone Strand

590 Pine Cone Strand

595 Great Elm Way
595 Great Elm Way
Box 331 RFD 1

Bradford, NH 03221

522 Tumbling Hawk

523 Tumbling Hawk

524 TumblIng Hawk

525 Tumbling Hawk

526 Tumbling Hawk

520 Bankside Hollow

290 Tappan St.

Brookline 02146
4054 Be].more Dr.

Palm Habor, FL 34685

528 Great Elm Way
10 Rogers St. *204

116

116

116

116

116

117

117

117

117

117

117

117

118

118

118

118

118

118

118

118

118

119

119

119

119

119

119

119

119

119

119

120

120

120

120

120

120

120

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

11.4

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

124

123

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139



Gerard vangink
Ray Scutro

Irwin Abrams

Sheila Vernick

Paco Realty Trust

do Power & Cooney
Jonathan Herron

Thomas Coughlin
Joel Nimar

Bethel Gilbert

Shirley Ormsby
Lorraine Kennedy
Sandra Hurd

Daniel Weiner

Brian Berkley
Murray Eisenberg
Norman Bein

David Tompkins
Stephen Alexander

John Coggins
Harry Golding
Regine Bartlett

Michael Oleham

Jeffrey Waxman

John Pavan

Anthony DiRienzo

Shirley Passman

Paul Rafuse

Norman Biehier

John Mattson

Carr Quackenbush
Joan Alenka

George Earle

Warren Beckman

Carole Cochin

Mark Berman

Peter Johnson

Sharon Bresland
William Kohibrenner

John Young
Patricia Mason

John Wilson, Jr.

Sean Rosser

John Meriwether

Eunice Fassbender

Robert Batts

Jack Rosenberg
Richard Schulman

Joanne Park

Cambridge 02142

P.O. Box 1342, Littleton 01460

505 Tumbling Hawk

501 Tumbling Hawk

502 Tumbling Hawk

959 Concord St., Carlisle 01741

506 Bankside Hollow

507 Bankside Hollow

248 Pine Cone Strand

249 Pine Cone Strand

240 Old Beaverbrook

241 Old Beaverbrook

242 Old Beaverbrook

1671 Old John Trail

Fairbanks, Alaska 99709

244 Old Beaverbrook

62 Walnut Hill, Brookline 02167

246 Pine Cone Strand

247 Pine Cone Strand

231 Old Beaverbrook

230 Old Beaverbrook

239 Brown Bear Crossing
238 Brown Bear Crossing
237 Brown Bear Crossing
236 Brown Bear Crossing
235 Brown Bear Crossing
234 Brown Bear Crossing
233 Old Beaverbrook

24 Jackson Dr.

8 Cranes Neck, Sewall Pt.

Stuart, FL 34996

225 Bankside Hollow

3 Emerson Dr.

221 Old Beaverbrook

3965 Shady fiji]. Dr.

Dallas, TX 75229

223 Old Beaverbrook

224 Old Beaverbrook
229 Bankside Hollow

228 Bankside Hollow

227 Bankside Hollow

210 Meadows Edge
28 Phillips Dr., Westford 01886

23 Sea Fields Road

Kennebunk, NE 04043

213 Meadows Edge
214 Meadows Edge
215 Meadows Edge
216 Meadows Edge
14 Wyndcliff Dr.

257 Brown Bear Crossing
256 Brown Bear Crossing
255 Brown Bear Crossing

121

121

121

121

121

121

121

122

122

122

122

122

122

122

122

122

122

123

123

123

123

123

123

123

123

123

123

124

124

124

124

124

124

124

124

124

124

125

125

125

125

125

125

125

125

126

126

126

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178
179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190



126 191 Craig Halajian P.O. Box 555 Cambridge 02139

126 192 Richard Rodgers 253 Brown Bear Crossing
126 193 Emily Godin 252 Brown Bear Crossing
126 194 James Barbato 251 Brown Bear Crossing
126 261 Lewis Holmes 261 Brown Bear Crossing
126 262 Jeok Yeoh 20 Moore Ln. Littleton 01460

126 263 Anthony DiRienzo 263 Brown Bear Crossing
126 264 Richard Gordon 264 Brown Bear Crossing
126 265 Peter Yensen 4059 Basel—staren Stasse 17

Switzerland

126 266 Lane Albanese 266 Brown Bear Crossing
127 195 Stephen West 201 Meadows Edge
127 196 Joseph Peluso 202 Meadows Edge
127 197 Luann Ebert 203 Meadows Edge
127 198 John Tew, Jr. 204 Meadows Edge
127 199 Sean O’Neil 205 Meadows Edge
127 200 Jean English 206 Meadows Edge
127 201 Ronald Reagan 207 Meadows Edge
127 271 Roif wetzell 271 Brown Bear Crossing
127 272 Nancy Texidor 272 ~Brown Bear Crossing
127 273 George Conant 273 Brown Bear Crossing
127 274 RES Trust c/o R. Steiger 274 Brown Bear Crossing
127 275 Thomas Fagnant 275 Brown Bear Crossing
128 281 Michael Renaccio 281 Brown Bear Crossing
128 282 John Medicus 282 Brown Bear Crossing
128 283 Juanita Tsu 283 Brown Bear Crossing
128 284 Mary Green 284 Brown Bear Crossing
129 291 Charles Bassett 291 Old Beaverbrook

129 292 Paula Kwon 292 Old Beaverbrook

129 293 George.Grogan 293 Old Beaverbrook

129 294 Michael Boccadoro 294 Old Beaverbrook

129 295 Peggy Anderson 295 Old Beaverbrook

129 296 Janet Heffernan 296 Brown Bear Crossing
129 297 Jackson Farrill 16 Capt. Forbush Lane

130 301 Judith Stretton 301 Old Beaverbrook

130 302 John Caruso 302 Old Beaverbrook

130 303 Roger Lind 303 Old Beaverbrook

130 304 Evelyne Stern 304 Old Beaverbrook

130 305 R.E. Rawling 10 Rogers St. 1204

c/o Lynn Moore Cambridge 02142

130 306 Cordelia Alfaro 306 Old Stonebrook

130 307 James Homer 307 Old Stonebrook

137 371 John Buono 371 Old Beaverbrook

137 372 Sara Cape 372 Old Beaverbrook

137 373 Roger wilson 373 Old Beaverbrook

137 374 Robert Paquin 374 Old Beaverbrook

137 375 Michael Gold 375 Old Beaverbrook

137 376 Arthur Barrow 376 Old Beaverbrook

137 377 vaughn Clevenger 289 Central St.

137 378 Robert Reynolds, Jr. 378 Old Beaverbrook

138 381 Mitchell Perlitch 381 Old Beaverbrook

138 382 William Douvris 382 Old Beaverbrook

138 383 Rose Giordano 383 Old Beaverbrook

138 384 Charles Howell 384 Old Beaverbrook



138 385 Anna Zisch Village Sales Nagog Wds.

138 386 R.E. Rawling 10 Rogers Street *204

Cambridge 02142

139 391 Joseph Salvia 391 Pine Cone Strand

139 392 Peter Benanti 392 Pine Cone Strand

139 393 Robert Emerson 393 Pine Cone Strand

139 394 Susan Olsen 394 Pine Cone Strand

139 395 Barbara LaRue 395 Pine Cone Strand

139 396 Robert Goddard 396 Pine Cone Strand

139 397 Aaron Taylor 397 Pine Cone Strand

139 398 Laurie Crockett 398 Pine Cone Strand

140 401 Timothy Shay 401 Great Elm Way
140 402 Brenda Ferriero 402 Great Elm Way
140 403 Michael Finson 1732—9 Lowell Rd., Concord 01742

140 404 Joan Carr 404 Great Elm Way
140 405 Peter Clegg 405 Great Elm Way
140 406 Harry King 406 Great Elm Way
140 407 Michael Granat 407 Great Elm Way
140 408 Anne Pemberton 408 Great Elm Way
142 421 Richard Hussong 421 Great Elm Way
142 422 Tak Yuk Lam 422 Great Elm Way
142 423 James Cantrell 423 Great Elm Way
142 424 Stanley Diamond 424 Great Elm Way
142 425 Louise Frost 425 Great Elm Way
142 426 Edward Tabor 371 Leo Dr. Gardner 01440

143 431 Yossef Chodin 431 Great Elm Way
143 432 Leland Oldham 432 Great Elm Way
143 433 Kathleen Jamieson 433 Great Elm Way
143 434 Gerard vangink P.O. Box 1342, Littleton 01460

143 435 S. Kent Morgan 435 Old Stonebrook

143 436 Nancy Cassáboon 10 Rogers St. #204

Cambridge 02142

144 441 Timothy Brandt 441 Great Elm Way
144 442 Gerard Vangink P.O. Box 1342, Littleton 01460

144 443 Benjamin Stuart 443 Great Elm Way
144 444 Doris Weidman 444 Old Stonebrook

144 445 Antoinette Hershey 445 Old Stonebrook

144 446 Beth Johnson 446 Old Stonebrook

*30
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MASSACHUSETTS

BOARD OF APPEALS

#93—14

NOTiCE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Board of Appeals will hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday,

September 7,
~

1993
,
at 7:45P.M. in the TOWN HALL, Rm. 126

1ollowing petition:

by Nagog Development Co., Kirk Ware Mgr., 1 Nagog Park,

Acton, MA, for a PI~T1T1ON FOR A VARIANCE from the requirements

of all sections which are affected by the doctrine of merger

of the Zoning Bylaw, to allow 7—3 of the Assessor’s Plan B4

to be treated as a separate, independent lot for zoning

purposes irrespective of the ownership of the adjoining lots.

Petitioner must be present, or send authorized representative

BOARD OF APPEALS

By
Duncan Wood Clerk



COpy
MASSACHUSETTS

BOARD OF APPEALS

Board of Appeals
Hearing #93-14

A public hearing of the ACTON BOARD OF APPEALS will be held in

the TOWN HALL on Tuesday, September 7, 1993 at 7:45 p.m. on the

petition of Nagog Development Co., Kirk Ware, Mgr.. 1 Nagog Park

for a PETITION FOR A VARIANCE from the requirements of

Section all sections which are affected by the doctrine of merger of

the Zoning Bylaw to allow 7-3 of the Assessor’s Plan B4 to be treated

as a separate, independent lot for zoning purposes irrespective of the

ownership of the adjoining lots..

(725)



COpy
TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: August 12, 1993

TO: Engineering, Planning. Health, Conservation, Municipal
Properties

FROM: John Murray, Assistant Town Manage~,~~~
SUBJECT: Nagog Development, Petition for a Variance, Map B4/Parcel 7-3

To expedite the Board of Selectmen’s request to review Staff comments as pertains to Nagog
Development’s request for a Variance to build on Map B4/Parcel 7-3, I am requesting that all Staff
submit comments to the Board of Appeals by August 18, 1993.

Attached find a copy of the Nagog Development Variance request. If you have any questions.
please contact Garry Rhodes.

ri~ A~ ~1o e (AflOi~J CQ w~fl~4#~.1b5 rEc1~J

4cr Co~E~JS ASSo~i4T~b 1.1)iTt4 T1ft~.

c’F f’-4 c’d.7-3

RECEIVED

(~ 1993

ACTON CONS~RVAT~N COMNISslop,~
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TOWN OF ACTON

By:~~y~4.c~, ~&‘~4~L~ MASSA~HUSET~S

BOARD OF APPEALS

(FORM 5)

PETITION FOR VARIANCE

July 30, 19 93

ai~l
I/We hereby petition the Board of Appeals for a public hearing and a variance

from the requirements of,(Sections______________ of the Zoning By_Law*, as

provided by G.L. Q~apter 40A, Section 10 to allow:

Respectfully su~itted

Nagog Development Company
Signed ~ ~

General Partner

Name Nagog Development Company

Address One Nagog Park, Acton, M&

Phone # (508) 263—1125

Nàgo Development Company
Signed ~‘ ~

General Partner

Nagog Development Company

One Nagog Park

Acton, MA~ 01720

(508) 263—1125Phone #
-

A variance may be granted by the Board of Appeals only if all the conditions, given

in Section 10.5.5 are met. The Board may impose conditions, safeguards, and

limitations as a part of their decision (Section X-D).
Revised 8/5/88

-

Date ReceiVediWR~
TOWN CLERK

* which are affected by the doctrine of merger insofar as is necessary to allow

7—3 of Assessor’s Plan B4 to be treated as a separate independent lot for

zoning purposes irrespective of the ownership of adjoining lots

OFFICE USE ONLY

Four copies of petition?

Location map?
__________

Plot plans?
____________

Additional briefs?
______

List of abutters and

other interested

parties?
________________

Fee — $100.O0/125 abutter~
$125.O0/26+ abutters?~/~L(_°~

Next Rearing Date? c/~~,/~i N04P9J14

Name

Address



C~PY
TOWN OF AC TON

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: 8/13/93

TO: Garry Rhodes, Building

FROM: Dennis Ring, Engineering Assistant

SUBJECT: VARIANCE REQUEST - NAGOG DEVELOPMENT

This variance request would potentially allow development of parcel 7-3 on Map B-4 of

the Town Atlas if it is granted. There are no engineering issues which would support
approval or denial of this request. Traditionally, our comments would be made upon
the filing of a site plan. or on a request for a variance from a specific section of the

Bylaws that deals with an engineering related issue.

If we can be of further assistance, please let us know.

94*34



TOWN OF ACTON
C(C~)LP~f~

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION
ECEIyE
4UC2 31993

August 23, 1993 E4CTON BUILJ)ING INSPECTOR

TO: Board of Appeals

FROM: Dean A. Charter, Municipal Properties Direct~
SUBJECT: Nagog Development Variance Petition

As the above noted variance has no impact upon the interests I represent, I will
offer no comments.

cc.: John Murray

DAC/344
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INTER-DEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: Sf24193

TO: Garry Rhodes, Building Commissioner

FROM: Donna Jacobs, Assistant Planner

SUBJECT: NAGOG PARK. Map B-4, Parcel 7-3

Petition for Variance, 93-14

The petitioner has requested a variance from all sections of the Zoning Bylaw which

are affected by the doctrine of merger to allow Parcel 7-3 to be treated as if it were in

separate ownership, rather than in common ownership with 6 or more adjacent parcels.
I will not comment on the merger doctrine as it affects Parcel 7-3. As usual, hardship
must be proven to justify a variance. I note that the petitioner could have chosen to

ask for a variance from the FAR ceiling rather than from the merger doctrine;
however, if granted a variance, the result and the issues involved would essentially be
the same.

Parcel 7-3, along with two other commonly held parcels. is within the Office Park 1

(OP-i) zoning district. The OP-i district was not designated as a growth area by the
Master Plan primarily to discourage substantial future development and congestion in
the Great Road corridor. The maximum FAR for the OP-i district is set at 0.10 except
for pre-existing nonconforming buildings. The four other commonly owned parcels are

in the adjacent Limited Busmess (LB) zoning district which has similar planning
objectives, but its controls on building size operate differently.

The Master Plan’s build-out analysis shows the currently vacant Parcel 7-3 to have an

existing build-out of 49,300 sq. ft. (an FAR of 0.26), based on a special permit existing at

the time of the analysis. Subsequently, after a 2 year extension, the special permit
expired in 7/92. This amount of square footage was not a goal. of the Master Plan,
rather it was assumed a given fact and made part of the base line for existing
conditions town wide. Build-out conditions were estimated from this base line forward.

From a planninç perspective, any amount of floor area that has been included in this
base line, but did not materialize due to the recession, should remain unbuilt as this
furthers the master planning objectives upon which the OP-i and LB districts were

created. This view must be balanced with any legitimate arguments of hardship which

might be presented by the petitioner. 1

Overall, the total build-out within the OP-i district and the adjacent portion of the LB
district is much more relevant than the build-out on any one parcel within this

particular area. Therefore, I suggest that a variance could be panted up to the amount

of building floor area for which commercial no-build restrictions can be secured on

other available land within the OP-i zoning district. This would allow the petitioner to

transfer development rights from less desirable back land, owned or to be purchased by
the petitioner, to Parcel 7-3 which appears to be more of a prime location.

cc: Town Manager
Planning Board

Ew11451
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TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: August 24, 1993

TO: Board of Appeals
FROM: Garry A. Rhodes, Building Commissioner
SUBJECT: Nagog Development Variance Request

In an attempt to assist the Board in reaching its decision, I have compiled a brief

history of this property.

In December, 1973, the initial subdivision approval was granted. The Nagog mall was

built in 1974 thru 1975.

In July of 1983 a revised subdivision plan was approved. This date is important
because for the next 8 years the zoning was frozen. Therefore, until July of 1991 the lot

was controlled by the zoning in effect in 1983.

Nagog Development, in 1988, split this mall lot into two separate lots and removed

the portion of the mall located on lot 7-3.

The Board of Selectmen panted a Site Plan Special Permit to Nagog Development in
1988 for a building of approximately 50,000 square feet. That permit was based on the

zoning in effect in 1983. The Board of Selectmen also granted an extension in July 1990
for that site plan, at Nagog Development’s request until July 1992.

Town Meeting rezoned this area to a floor area ratio of .1 in 1990. This did not

effect Na~og Development’s property because of the 8 year subdivision protection and it
further did not effect the lot for which this Variance is being requested until July, 1992.

Since July, 1992, all land owned by Nagog Development is subject to current zoning.
All contiguous land, which is subject to this Variance and owned by Nagog Development,
has an FAR of .159. If the Variance is granted it would then be .174 FAR. The FAR is .1

under the zoning in effect today.

(977)
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TOWN OF ACTON
INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

DATE: August 12. 1993 PECTO,?

TO: Engineering, Planning, Health. Conservation, Municipal
Properties

FROM: John Murray, Assistant Town Manager

SUBJECT: Nagog Development, Petition for a Variance, Map B4/Parcel 7-3

To expedite the Board of Selectmen’s request to review Staff comments as

pertains to Nago~ Development’s request for a Variance to build on Map B4/Parcel

7-3, I am requestmg that all Staff submit comments to the Board of Appeals by
August 18, 1993.

Attached find a copy of the Nagog Development Variance request. If you have

any questions, please contact Garry Rhodes.
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